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Northern  District  of  New-  York ,  to  Wii: 

BE  IT  REMEMBERED,  That  on  the  fifth  day 
of  August,  Anno  Domini,  1831,  Pitt 
Morse,  of  the  said  District,  hath  de~ 
'  posited  in  this  office  the  title  of  a  Book, 
the  title  of  which  is  in  the  words  fol- 
lowing, to  wit  : — ^''Sermons  in  vindica- 
tion of  Universalism,  by  ViTT  Morse,  Pastor  of 
the  first  Universalian  Church  and  Society  in  Water- 
town,  N  Y.  'Omnia  explorate:  bonum  tenele,''  m 
reply  to  ^Lectures  on  UniversaUsniy  by  Jod  Parker, 
Pastor  of  the  3d  Presbyterian  Church,  Rochester;' 
the  right  whereof  he  claims  as  Author,  in  conform- 
ity with  an  Act  of  Congress,  entitled  an  Act  to 
amend  the  several  Acts  respecting  Copy  Rights. 

RUTGER  B.  MILLER. 
Clerk  of  the  Northern  District  of  Neic-YorJc. 


Strive  to  enter  in  at  the  strait  gate:  for  many  I 
say  unto  you  will  seek  to  enter  in^  and  shall  not 
be  able.''    Luke  13.  24. 

Mr.  Parker's  Lectures  against  Universalism,  form 
a  rare  production.  It  is  an  uncommon  occurrence 
for  a  Clergyman  of  talents  and  intelligence  to  write 
and  publish  systematic  arguments,  designed  to  over- 
throw Universalism.  Many  avail  themselves  of  the 
prejudices  of  the  world — stigmatize  that  glorious  doc- 
trine, and  labor  to  prevent  a  fair  investigation  or  e- 
ven  hearing  of  it.  Within  a  few  years,  L.  Beecher 
D.  D.  of  Boston  Mass.  has  delivered  Lectures  a- 
gainst  Universalism,  in  different  places,  andjoromfs- 
ed  to  pubhsh  them ;  but  has  never  redeemed  his 
promise.  Mr.  Parker  has  certainly  had  more  cour- 
age than  his  distinguished  New  England  coadjutor 
in  the  defence  of  the  eternity  of  human  misery.  I 
enter  most  cheerfully  upon  a  full  and  careful  inves- 
tigation of  Mr.  P's  Lectures,  because  they  appear 
to  have  been  written  with  ability  and  some  degree 
of  candor. 

He  says  ^'  the  purity  and  extent  of  the  law,  the 
richness  of  divine  mercy,  the  glory  of  divine  justice, 
and  the  eternal  rewards  of  a  future  state,  were  topics 
y^hich  mingled  themselves  with  his"  (the  Saviour's) 
*'  common  discourse."  The  eternal  rewards  of  a 
future  state  were  never  mentioned  by  Jesus  Christ 
cn  any  occasion  !  Mr.  P.  should  have  recollected 
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,  the  distinction  between  assertion  and  argument.— 
He  has  not  furnished  any  evidence  to  sustain  that 
assertion.  Again  he  says,  In  the  words  just 
cited"  (i.  e.  our  text)  "  he"  (Christ)  "  urges  men 
to  make  a  vigorous  effort  to  enter  upon  that  course 
of  life  which  conducts  the  soul  to  heaven."  The 
text  certainly  says  nothing  of  conducting  "the  soul  to 
heaven."  Mr.  P.  would  not  only  have  us  take  it  for 
granted  that  he  has  stated  the  true  meaning  of  the 
text,  but  that  heaven  means  eternal  blessedness — 
and  infers  that  "many  will  ultimately  fail  of  the  bles- 
sing" of  which  he  had  been  speaking.  He  must 
have  calculated  largely  upon  the  credulity  of  Uni- 
versalists,  to  suppose  they  would  attach  the  same 
authority  to  his  unsupported  statements,  that  they 
do  to  the  word  of  God!  We  believe  our  text  has  no 
relation  to  the  final  condition  of  mankind.  See  the 
question  contained  in  the  23d  verse,  "Lord  are  there 
few  that  be  saved  .?"  Our  text  is  a  part  of  the  answer 
to  that  question.  The  answer  is  finished  at  the  end 
of  the  30th  verse.  The  question  was  asked  by  a 
Jew,  under  the  influence  of  Jewish  prejudices.  It 
is  notorious  that  the  Jews  expected  their  promised 
Shiloh  would  be  a  secular  Prince — confine  his  favors 
to  the  children  of  Jacob — deliver  them  from  Pagan 
\^assalage  and  render  their  nation  the  glory  of  the 
earth.  Under  the  influence  of  this  prejudice,  the 
disciples  asked  Christ  at  the  period  of  his  resurrec- 
tion "Lord,  wilt  thou  at  this  time  restore  the  king- 
dom again  to  Israel  A  vision  from  heaven  was 
necessary  to  destroy  this  prejudice  in  the  mind  of  Pe- 
ter. From  all  these  circumstances,  it  is  plain  that 
he  who  asked  the  question,  "  are  there  few  that  be 


I?^ved?"  had  his  iiiiiid  upon  temporal  salvation — and 
our  Saviour's  answer  was  adapted  to  the  condition 
of  the  inquirer's  mind.  The  meaning  of  Christ's  re- 
ply appears  to  be  in  substance  as  follows :  Strive  to 
enter  into  the  gospel  dispensation  ;  for  at  a  particu- 
lar time,  many  Jews  will  seek  to  enter  in,  and  shall 
not  be  able,  because  they  strive  to  enter  through  the 
Mosaic  law.  When  I  shall  have  risen  from  the 
dead,  the  legal  dispensation  shall  be  abolished,  the 
door  of  the  Mosaic  law  effectually  shut,  and  ye  (the 
Jews)  rejected  as  workers  of  iniquity,  though  I  have 
taught  in  your  streets.  Then  shall  the  Gentiles, 
(with  respect  to  spiritual  privileges)  take  the  place 
of  the  Jews,  and  come  from  every  direction,  and  sit 
down  in  the  kingdom  of  God,  or  dispensation  of  gos- 
pel grace,  w^hile  you,  (the  Jews)  shall  be  thrust  out 
— the  last  shall  be  first,  and  the  first  last.  This  view 
of  the  subject  is  confirmed  b}^  the  language  of  Paul, 
"  blindness  in  part  is  happened  to  Israel,  until  the 
fulness  of  the  Gentiles  be  come  in  :  and  so  all  Israel 
shall  be  saved"  &c.  Rom.  chap.  11.  The  expla- 
nation we  have  given  the  text,  not  only  appears 
consistent,  but  comports  with  the  opinions  of  some 
who  beheve  in  eternal  misery.  Joseph  Emerson, 
formerly  Pastar  of  a  church  in  Beverly  Mass.  writ- 
ing of  the  Millennium  says,  "I  am  strongly  inclined 
to  the  opinion  of  Dr.  Hopkins,  that  of  the  whole  hu- 
man race,  thousands  will  be  saved,  to  one  that  is  lost." 
For  evidence  that  the  phrases  kingdom  of  heaven" 
and  ''kingdom  of  God,"  mean  the  gospel  dispensation, 
see  Math.  3.  2.-4.  17.-12.  28.-21.  43.-23. 
13.  Luke  4.  43.— 16.  16.™17.  20,  21,  and  ma- 
Kv  other  passa2;es. 


The  proposition  v^hich  Mr.  P.  endeavors  to  es- 
tablish is,  "some  of  our  race  will  actually  suffer  eter- 
nal punishment. We  agree  with  him  respecting 
"the  importance  of  the  subject,  and  the  propriety  of 
a  thorough  investigation."  He  says,  "the  doctrine 
of  punishment  suited  to  the  demerit  of  crime,  lies  at 
the  foundation  of  all  government  by  law.  The  mor- 
al rectitude  of  such  government,  depends  upon  the 
proper  apportionment  of  penalties,  and  an  impartial 
administration :  but  its  power  depends  upon  the  de- 
gree of  certainty^  with  which  the  penalty  is  seen  to 
follow  the  infraction  of  the  law."  In  all  this,  we  a- 
gree  with  him,  but  we  think  he  has  laid  a  sure  foun- 
dation for  his  own  destruction.  After  referring  to 
instances  illustrative  of  the  statements  we  have  quo- 
ted, he  says,  "It  will  be  seen  from  these  statements, 
that  the  doctrine  of  future  punishment  lies  at  the  ve- 
ry foundation  of  the  Divine  government."  Why 
so  ?  If  government  is  founded  on  the  doctrine  of 
punishment  suited  to  the  demerit  of  crime — if  an 
impartial  administration  and  a  proper  apportionment 
of  penalties  constitutes  its  moral  rectitude — if  its 
power  depends  on  the  degree  of  certainty,  with  which 
the  penalty  is  seen  to  follow  the  infraction  of  the  law 
—how  does  it  follow  that  future  punishment^  i.  e. 
endless  misery,  lies  at  the  very  foundation  of  the  di- 
vine government  ?  Surely  it  does  not  thus  follow, 
unless  endless  misery  be  the  punishment,  suited  to 
the  demerit  of  crime.  This  our  author  has  not  at- 
tempted to  prove.  To  assume  it,  was  to  beg  the 
question  in  dispute.  Mr.  P.  says,  "It  is  the  per- 
fection of  this"  (the  divine)  "  government  that  ah- 
solute  certainty  characterizes  all  its  operations,  and 
think  we  shall  be  able  to  shov.^  that  there  is  noth- 
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ing  in  it  to  encourage  the  hope  of  impunity  ;  nothing 
to  mitigate  the  doom  of  transgressions.  The  penalty 
of  the  law  of  God  is  weighty  as  his  eternal  curse, 
and  sure  as  his  ability  to  inflict  it."  He  has  fur- 
nished no  evidence  that  the  penalty  of  the  law  of 
God  is  weighty  as  his  eternal  curse.  If  he  had  had 
any  evidence  to  confirm  his  statement,  he  probably 
would  not  have  left  a  matter  so  weighty  to  rest  on 
his  testimony  alone.  But  suppose  we  admit  what 
he  has  said.  Suppose  the  penalty  of  the  law  of  God 
to  be  an  eternal  curse — -that  absolute  certainty  char- 
acterizes all  the  operations  of  the  divine  government 
— that  there  is  nothing  to  mitigate  the  doom  of  trans- 
gressors— that  the  penalty  of  his  law  w^ill  be  inflict- 
ed ^n  all  transgressors,  unless  his  power  fail — sup- 
pose we  also  consider  that  "  all  have  sinned,  and 
come  short  of  the  glory  of  God,"  and  what  will  ne- 
cessarily follow  ?  Universal  DAMNAXiOx  !  When 
Mr.  p.  can  extricate  himself  from  his  ov^  n  reason- 
ing, we  think  there  will  be  some  chance  for  other 
sinners  also.  True  he  says  on  another  page,  "  the 
effect  of  the  doctrine  of  future  punishment,  depends 
upon  the  certainty  with  which  it  is  seen  to  be  com- 
ing upon  every  unreconciled  sinner."  But  this 
forms  no  exception  to  what  he  had  previously  laid 
down  ;  because  every  sinner  has  been  unreconciled — 
unless  therefore  the  penalty  of  endless  misery  be  in- 
flicted, the  divine  government  is  powerless  by  his 
own  showing  ! 

Mr.  P.  candidly  admits  that  there  is  a  numerous 
class  of  people  who  hold  the  doctrine  of  Universal 
salvation."  There  are  probably  hundreds  of  thou- 
sands of  Universalists  in  the  U.  S.  and  they  are  rap- 
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idly  increasing.  We  rejoice  that  Mr.  P.  does  not 
consider  us  ^'beyond  the  reach  of  the  gospel;"  but  if 
he  supposed  we  have  not  generally  examined  our 
own  distinguishing  scatiment,  or  have  not  decided 
with  candor  and  impartinlity,  he  was  undoubtedly 
mistaken.  Tlie  ctenial  destiny  of  man  is  as  inter- 
esting to  us  as  to  others — our  fi-ial  welfare  is  very 
near  our  hearts.  But  Mr.  P.  was  careful  to  inform 
his  hearers  that  his  lectures  were  not  given  solely, 
nor  chiefly  for  the  sake'*'  of  [Tnivej  salists— but  for 
those  multitudes  wlio  feel  povrerfully  inclined  to  re- 
ject a  doctrine  of  such  overwhelming  import  as  that 
of  future  and  eterrml  punishment. Overwhelming 
truly  !  ''A  strorig  piactical  conviction  of  its  reality," 
would  banish  reason  from  the  mind,  or  benevolence 
from  the  heart  of  «T:an  ! 

AhiA'  ':^ies!^nh:  a  sketch  of  his  design  in  the  Lec- 
tures, ho  '-i^i-r  i>'  I:  'vj  t^-^-"r".s  direct  argu- 
ments tiip.  -i.)c^  i;I^  o^f  r...tL.;o  ryo  \  eternal  punish- 
ment, a  vmi  i\  jm  four  cl '  -;es  of  scripture  quota- 
tions." 1.  He  s?ys  ''our  first  source  of  argument, 
is  the  proniises  ui  the  gospel.  These  promises  are 
peculiar  in  two  respects  ;  they  refer  to  a  peculiar 
kind  of  blessings,  and  to  a  very  peculiar  character." 
Strange  indeed  that  the  n^^omse^  of  the  gospel  should 
furnish  argumei^t  in  favor  of  eternal  punishment  ! 

Mr.  P.  says  "The  peculiarltod  distinguished  bles- 
sings, promised  in  the  gos[)ei,  comprise  a  deliverance 
from  all  sin,  and  the  l)ostowment  of  eternal  happi- 
ness." This  proDJaition,  we  admit ;  not  on  account 
of  what  he  has  said  to  support  it,  hut  hecca.se  we 
think  it  contains  the  trath,  and  is  susceptible  of  com- 
plete confirmation. 
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He  says  "These  promkesare  made  to  a  peculiar 
character.  They  are  not  made  to  men  generally  and 
promiscuously,  as  are  the  offers  of  mercy  ;  but  in  ev- 
ery instance — the  application  is  clearly  and  distinctly 
restricted  to  a  certain  class  of  men."  Again  he  says 
these  promises  are  in  their  apphcation  restricted 
wholly  to  a  particular  class  of  men,  termed  the  right- 
eous, believers  in  Christ,  children  of  God  &c."  The 
phrase  ''offers  of  mercy"  is  not  scriptural  language. 
The  notion  that  God  offers  mercy  to  the  victims  of 
endless  wo,  charges  Him  with  folly  and  cruelty  :  folly 
in  offering  what  He  knows  will  be  rejected  :  and 
cruelty  in  offering  what  will  increase  the  guilt  and 
misery  of  the  miserable.  To  say  that  the  gospel 
promises  to  ^Hhe  righteouSy^''  a  deliverance  from  all 
sin,  is  a  solecism.  None  can  be  delivered  from  sin, 
except  the  sinful.  The  gospel  does  not  promise  to 
save  men  because  they  are  good,  but  because  they 
are  bed.  "He  shall  save  his  people  from  their  sins," 
Math.  1.  21.  "I  am  not  come  to  call  the  righteous, 
but  sinners  to  repentance."  Math.  9.  13.  "This 
is  a  faithful  saying,  and  worthy  of  all  acceptation, 
that  Christ  Jesus  came  into  the  world  to  save  5m- 
ners;  of  whom  I  am  chief,"  1.  Tim.  1.  15.  "For 
the  Son  of  man  is  come  to  seek  and  to  save  that  which 
was  /os^,"  Luke  19.  10.  How  long  will  it  take 
Mr.  P.  to  learn  this  great  truth,  "they  that  be  whole 
need  not  a  physician,  but  they  that  are  sick.^"  If, 
instead  of  limiting  the  promises  of  the  gospel  to  the 
righteous,  he  had  declared  they  were  all  made  to 
sinners,  who  must  become  righteous  in  order  that 
those  promises  may  be  fulfilled,  he  would  have  come 
much  nearer  the  truth.    As  a  refutation  of  his  posi- 


lion,  we  quote  the  language  of  Paul.  ^vBor  by  graci^ 
are  ye  saved  through  faith ;  and  that  not  of  your- 
selves :  it  is  the  gift  of  G-od  :  not  of  works ^  lest  any 
man  should  bo2^lt.  I^'or  we  are  his  workmanship" 
(not  our  ovm)  "created  in  Christ  Jesus  unto  good 
works,  which  Go  J  hath  before  ordained  that  we  should 
walk  in  them."  Ephes.  2.  8. — 11.  Good  works 
are  not  the  ca,s  '\  but  the  ejkdt  of  salvation. 

There  are  two  complete  answers  to  Mr.  P's  posi- 
tion that  ''Hit'  necuUar  blessing,  eternal  life,  is  proffer- 
ed to  a  define  J  -"hjracter,  in  all  the  promises  of  the 
gospel."  1.  The  time  will  come  when  holiness  shall 
be  universal,  consequently  by  his  rule,  the  promises 
will  apply  to  all  monldnd.  "Then  cometh  the  end, 
when  he  shall  have  delivered  up  the  kingdom  to  God, 
even  the  Father ;  when  he  shall  have  put  down  all 
rule,  and  all  authority  and  power.  And  when  all 
things  yhall  be  subdued  unto  Myt,  then  shall  the  Son 
also  himself  be  subject  unto  him  that  put  all  things 
under  him,  that  God  may  be  all  m  ally  1.  Cor. 
15.  24—29. 

2.  Mr.  P.  has  entirely  mistaken  the  nature  of  the 
promises  of  the  gospel.  "In  thee  shall  all  families 
of  the  earth  be  blessed,"  Gen.  12.  3.  "In  thy 
seed  shall  all  the  nations  of  the  earth  be  blessed," 
Gen.  22.  18.  "In  thy  seed  shall  all  the  kindreds 
of  the  earth  be  blessed,"  Acts.  3.  25.  All  nations, 
all  families  an.'  all  kindreds  of  the  earth  unquestiona- 
bly include  the  whole  human  race  ;  and  the  promise 
is  positive  and  ut^eo'iditional.  That  the  promise  in- 
cluded a  spiritual  blessmg  is  seen  by  the  following, 
"And  the  scripture  foreseeing  that  God  would  justify 
the  heathen  througlr  faith,  preached  before  the  gos- 


pel  unto  Abraham  saying,  in  thee  shall  ail  nations  he 
blessed."  Gal.  3.  8.  That  no  law  exists  which 
can  prevent  the  fulfilment  of  those  gracious  promises 
may  be  -  perceived  by  looking  at  Gal.  3.  17.  and 

21.  Is  the  law  then  against  the  promises  of  God  ? 
God  forbid."  To  place  this  important  matter  beyond 
the  possibility  of  doubt,  God  has  confirmed  those  prom- 
ises with  an  oath  see  Heb.  6.  }3.—2\  ^^God, 
willing,  more  abundantly  to  shew  unto  the  heirs  hf 
promise  the  immutability  of  his  counsel  cor  fi-med  it 
by  an  oath,  &c-"  Is  it  not  a  daring  outrntre  against 
heaven  to  deny  these  promises,  or  doubt  their  fulfil- 
ment ? 

Mr.  P's  similitudes  of  receiving-  pupils  into  schools, 
admitting  strangers  into  an  hospit-:],  and  inviting 
white  people  to  attend  divhie  service,  are  all  irrele- 
vant to  the  subject,  an*i  therefore  nierit  no  reply. — 
His  '^overwhelming  reflections"  of  a  :^:inl:ing  spirit, 
&c."  are  the  wild,  incoherent  vagaries  of  his  own 
imagination. 

2.  Mr.  P.  attempts  to  draw  an  argument  "  from 
that  class  of  texts,  which  contrast  the  future  destiny 
of  the  righteous  and  the  wicked."  He  then  quotes 
several  texts,  which  have  not  the  least  relation  to  his 
position — he  makes  no  attempt  to  prove  that  they  ap- 
ply to  his  subject — neither  does  he  even  miention  that 
Universalists  have  shown,  or  attempted  to  show,  that 
all  those  passages  apply  exclusively  to  the  present 
life  ?  In  this  instance,  he  has  betrayed  innorance  or 
unfairness.  Had  he  been  unacquainted  with  the 
writinors  of  modern  Universalists,  he  should  not  have 
undertaken  to  write  against  Universalism,  without 
first  obtaining  the  necessary  information.    If  he  had 
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a  knowledge  of  those  writings,  he  was  guilty  of  inex- 
cusable disingenuousness  in  omitting  to  notice  that  his 
opponents  almost  uniformly  deny  the  application  of 
every  one  of  the  texts  he  has  quoted  under  this  headjto 
the  eternal  destiny  of  men,  that  they  apply  them  all 
to  the  present  state  of  being.  The  rules  of  logic 
would  allow  me  to  drop  this  position  here,  until  some 
attempt  be  made  to  sustain  the  application  he  has 
made  of  those  texts.  But  perhaps  it  may  be  profitable 
to  spend  a  little  time  in  proving  a  negative. 

The  resurrection  mentioned  in  the  twelfth  chapter 
of  Daniel,  was  to  take  place  at  a  particular  time  ; 
"  at  that  time"  &c.  What  time  ?  The  prophet  Dan- 
iel was  a  Jew — ^to  him,  the  people  to  whom  the  sub- 
ject appHed,  were  repeatedly  called  "thy  people" — 
i.e.  Jews.  The  time  designated  in  the  twelfth  chap- 
ter by  the  phrase  "  that  time,"  was  called  *Hhe  time 
of  the  end"  in  the  eleventh  chapter.  End  of  what? 
The  end  of  the  legal  dispensation.  See  the  31st 
verse  of  the  eleventh  chapter  where  mention  is  made 
of  *'the  abomination  which  maketh  desolate,"  which 
Christ  applies  to  the  Romans,  by  whom  Jerusalem 
was  destroyed  at  the  end  of  the  age.  See  Math. 
24.  15.  Daniel  says  **and  there  shall  be  a  time  of 
trouble  such  as  never  was  since  there  was  a  nation" 
&c.  For  the  appHcation  of  this  see  Math.  24. 21. 
For  the  time  of  the  fulfilment  of  the  prophecy  of 
Daniel  see  Math.  24.  34.  "  This  generation  shall 
not  pass  till  all  these  things  be  fulfilled."  The  res- 
urrection was  therefore  not  literaly  but  figurative  re- 
lating particularly  to  the  condition  of  the  Jews  at  the 
period  when  their  beloved  city  was  destroyed^  and 
they  were  scattered  abroad  mojigst  the  Geatiles.— 
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Awaking  to  everlasting  life"  relates  to  the  faith  of 
the  gospel,  John  5.  24.  ''He  that  heareth  my  word, 
&c. — hath  everlasting  life" — not  shall  have  in  a  fu- 
ture state  ;  but  in  the  present  time,  "hath  everlasting 
life."  Aw^aking  ''  to  shame  and  everlasting  con- 
tempt" is  expressive  of  the  condition  of  the  unbeliev- 
ing Jews.  In  Jer.  23.  40.  the  same  subject  is 
spoken  of,  "And  I  will  bring  an  everlasting  reproach 
upon  you  and  a  perpetual  shame,  which  shall  not  be 

forgotten."    The  scriptural  meaning:  of  the  word  ev- 
I'l  l 

erlasting  may  be  easily  understood  by  observing  that 
the  land  of  Canaan  was  promised  to  the  seed  of  A- 
braham  "for  an  everlasting  possession,"  Gen.  17. 
8.  and  that  they  have  long  since  ceased  to  possess 
it.  At  the  day  of  Pentecost,  thousands  of  Jev7s  a- 
woke  to  "everlasting  life"  communicated  through  the 
gospel.  If  the  phrase  "them  that  sleep  in  the  dust 
of  the  earth,"  be  thought  a  very  strong  figure  of 
speech  ;  for  a  parallel,  see  the  37th  chapter  of  Eze- 
kiel,  where  the  word  "graves"  is  used  in  a  similar 
m.anner.  The  same  figurative  resurrection  is  doubt- 
less mentioned  in  the  fifth  chapter  of  John's  gospel. 
For  an  account  of  a  resurrection  into  a  future  state  of 
being,  see  the  15th  chapter  of  Paul's  first  Epistle  to 
the  Cor.  and  Christ's  reply  to  the  Sadducees,  Math. 
22d  chapter  and  Luke  20th  chapter.  • 

In  Mr.  P's  imagination,  the  harmony  of  heaven 
is  increased  by  being  "'  contrasted  with  the  ceaseless 
'w^ail  and  blasphemies  of  the  damned" — -he  considers 
the  contrast  grand,  glorious  and  complete.  But 
rhapsody  is  neither  argument  nor  evidence. 

3.  He  saj-s.  "'a  third  class  of  passages  which  affi)r(i 
irround  for  a  direct  argument.  '"^  to^pd  i^^  those  "^vhich 
B  ^ 
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represent  men  as  lu  danger  of  eternal  punisliment/'" 
On  this  argument,  he  quotes  but  three  passages,  i. 
^^He  that  shall  blaspheme  against  the  Holy  Ghost 
hath  never  forgiveness,  but  is  in  danger  of  eternal 
damnation,"  Mark  3.  29.  He  says  nothing  upon 
this  passage,  except  to  ask  the  following  questions^ 
viz.  ^'  Now  I  ask  how  it  is  possible  that  any  one 
should  be  in  danger  of  eternal  damnation,  if  there  be 
no  such  thing  }  Can  men  be  in  danger  of  evils  that 
do  not  exist  ^  In  reply,  I  inquire  how  is  it  possible 
that  Mr.  p.  should  have  been  so  blinded  by  preju- 
dice as  to  ask  such  questions  }  How  a  man,  who  has 
a  knowledge  of  the  classics,  and  officiates  as  a  public 
teacher  of  religion  can  make  such  mistakes,  and  yet 
be  honest,  we  know  not.  If  he  had  looked  into  his 
Greek  Testament,  he  would  have  seen  that  the 
phrase  rendered  "  eternal  damnation"  is  aioniou 
kriseos,  which  does  not  necesmrUy  signify  endless 
suffering.  The  word  Icriseos,  damnation,  is  equiva- 
lent to  condemnation  or  punishment.  The  word 
aioniou  is  equivalent  to  long,  lasting ;  or  according 
to  scriptural  usage,  everlasting.  Parkhurst  in  his 
Greek  Lexicon  on  the  words  aion  and  aionios,  saj^s, 
the  Hebrew  word  olitn  answers  as  the  corresponding 
word  for  these  two  words  in  the  Greek  of  the  se- 
venty "which  words  denote  time  hidden  from  man. 
whether  indefinite  or  definite^  whether  past  or  fu- 
ture." Professor  Stuart  commenting  on  Micah  5. 
1.  says,  the  word  Kedesh  ^nd  od^  rendered  by 
Turretine,  eternity,  are  like  the  Greek  aion,  that 
also  signifies  any  thing  ancient,  which  has  endured, 
or  is  to  endure  for  a  long  period.  The  question  when 
these  words  are  to  have  the  sense  of  ancient,  or  "^erv 
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old,  is  always  to  be  determined  by  the  naiure  of  the 
case,  i.  e.  by  the  context,"  Admitting  the  correct- 
ness of  Professor  Stuart's  rule,  let  us  look  at  the 
nature  of  the  case.  Concerning  "the  blasphemy  a- 
gainst  the  Holy  Ghost"  Christ  was  addressing  Jews. 
Parkhurst  says  ^'aion  in  the  Seventy  generally  an- 
swers to  the  Heb.  oliin^'^  &c.  In  the  Old  Testa- 
ment, from  which  the  Jews  received  their  religious 
instruction,  the  Hebrew  word  olim  w^as  not  only  not 
used  to  signify  endless  punishment  in  a  future  state  ^ 
but  was  used  in  relation  to  things  of  a  temporal  na- 
ture— olhi  is  rendered  by  the  words  perpetual,  ev- 
erlasting, forever,  forever  and  ever.  *'  Perpetual 
statute,"  Ex.  29.  9.  "  Everlasting  possession,'' 
Gen.  17.  8.  "Thy  servant  forever,"  Deut.  15.  17. 
"Forever  and  ever,"  Jer.  7.  7.  Let  the  phrase  "e- 
ternal  damnation"  be  considered  eq^:ivalent  to  "ev- 
erlasting punishment,"  i.  e.  a  punishment  as  durable 
as  the  nature  of  the  case  will  admit,  and  it  will  fur- 
nish no  real  objection  against  the  doctrine  that  "  the 
Lamb  of  God.  •  -taketh  away  the  sin  of  the  world," 
without  exception.  We  shall  say  something  relative 
to  the  forgiveness  of  "  the  blasphemxcy  against  the 
Holy  Ghost"  in  our  reply  to  Mr.  P's  fourth  class  of 
texts. 

He  next  quotes  Heb.  12.  15.  "lest  any  man  fail 
of  the  grace  of  God."  The  Apostle  left  out  one 
word  which  should  have  been  inserted,  if  he  meant 
to  state  any  thing  to  Mr.  P's  purpose — that  word  is 
endlessly.  If  the  Apostle  had  said  "  lest  any  man 
endlessly  fail  of  the  grace  of  God,"  we  should  be  o- 
bliged  in  candor,  to  admit  it  as  evidence  of  never- 
finding  wo.    As  it  is,  it  affords  no  such  evidence.™ 
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Every  rationai  being  must  perceive  there  is  a  great 
difference  between  failing  of  the  grace  of  God,  at 
any  particular  time,  and  failing  of  that  grace,  finally 
or  eternally.  In  the  present  time,  every  one  fails 
of  the  grace  of  God,  who  does  not  enjoy  it. 

The  next,  and  only  text  adduced  by  our  opponent, 
under  this  head  is,  Math.  10.  28.  "  Fear  not 
them  vsrhich  kill  the  body,  but  are  not  able  to  kill  the 
soul  ;  but  rather  fear  him  which  is  able  to  destroy 
both  soul  and  body  in  hell.'"'  This,  he  thinks,  "  is 
decisive."  But  he  depends  entirely  upon  prejudice 
and  assertion.  1.  It  is  not  clear  and  indisputable 
that  the  object  of  fear  spoken  of,  in  this  passage,  is 
God.  It  does  not  say  God  is  able  to  destroy,'' 
&c.  In  verse  17  it  is  said  ''beware  of  men^'  i.  e. 
those  who  are  not  in  authority — "for  they  will  deliv- 
er you  up  to  the  councils^'^  &c.  In  the  31st  verse 
v/here  direct  reference  is  m.ade  to  God,  the  disciples 
were  exhorted,  ''  Fear  ye  not  therefore"  &c.  that 
is,  do  not  fear  that  G  od  will  abandon  or  finally  injure 
you.  If  we  make  the  object  of  fear  spoken  of  in  the 
28th  verse,  to  be  the  divine  Being,  how  are  we  to 
reconcile  the  two  passages  ?  To  whom  then  does 
the  Saviour  refer  as  the  object  of  fear  in  the  28th 
verse  ?  Probably  he  referred  to  the  presiding  officer 
of  the  Sanhedrim,  or  grand  council  of  the  Jewish  na- 
tion. Josephus  says  ''It  is  here  worth  our  while  to 
remark  that  none  could  be  put  to  death  in  Judea,  but 
by  the  approbation  of  the  Jewish  Sanhedrim,  there 
being  an  excellent  provision  in  the  law  of  Moses  ^ 
that  even  in  criminal  causes,  and  particularly  where, 
life  was  concerned,  an  appeal  should  lie  from  the  les- 
BPJ  councils  of  seven  in  the  other  cities  to  the  Su- 


preine  council  of  Seventy  onej  at  Jerusalem.'^  Ant, 
vol.  3,  ch.  9,  page  151.  The  Sanhedrim  had  pow- 
er to  destroy  ''both  soul  and  body  in  Gehenna  i.  e. 
the  valley  oi  Hinnom,  which  we  shall  soon  more  fully 
explain.  2.  But  if  we  suppose  God  the  object  of 
fear  in  the  passage  under  consideration,  we  do  not 
find  it  asserted  that  he  will destroy  both  soul  and 
body  in  hell" — but  he  .  is  able  fee,  ''God  is  able  of 
these  stones  to  raise  up  children  unto  Abraham." — » 
Math.  3,  9  ;  but  we  do  not  learn  that  it  was  ever  his 
will  to  do  it.  3.  But  suppose  God  should  destroy 
both  soul  and  body  in  hell"  or  in  any  place — then 
neither  soul  nor  body  would  remain,  either  to  suffer 
or  enjoy  any  thing.  Soul  and  body  would  be  anni- 
hilated.  Mr.  P.  says  "We  take  it  for  granted  that 
the  doctrine  of  annihilation  is  not  here  taught." — 
What  propriety  was  there  in  his  taking  for  granted  a 
point  of  such  importance  ?  None  at  all.  If  his  "de- 
cisive" text  proves  any  thing  unfavorable  to  Uni- 
versalism,  it  must  be  annihilation  ;  our  champion 
for  endless  wo  was  so  sensible  of  this,  that  he 
not  only  took  it  for  granted  that  it  did  not  mean  an- 
nihilation :  but  that  it  did  mean  endless  sufferinor  I 
He  also  took  it  for  granted  that  hell  is  in  a  future 
state  of  being — he  has  furnished  no  proof  of  it. — • 
Christ  never  taught  that  hell  is  beyond  the  grave. — 
David  says  "  thou  hast  delivered  my  soul  from  the 
lowest  hell."  Was  David  in  this  world,  or  the  next^ 
v/hen  he  used  that  lan^uap:e  ? 

There  are  four  different  words  in  the  original  lan- 
guages which  are  rendered  hell  in  our  English  Bi- 
bles in  common  use  viz.  SheoU  HadeSj  Tari(tru$ 
^  2       .  ^ 


Gehenna.^  Critics  novv  generally  agree  that 
neither  Skeolj  Hades  nor  Tartarus  was  ever  used 
by  any  sacred  writer  to  communicate  the  idea  of  end- 
less suffering— and  therefore  should  not  have  been 
translated  hell.  But  our  business  at  this  time  is  to 
show  the  signification  of  Gehenna^  for  that  is  the  ori- 
ginal word  rendered  hell  in  the  passage  which  we  are 
investigating.  Concerning  the  word  Gehenna^  Dr, 
Campbell  says  ''It  is  originally  a  compound  of  the 
two  Hebrew  words  Ge^  hinnom^  the  valley  of  Hin- 
nom,  a  place  near  Jerusalem,  of  which  we  hear  first 
in  the  book  of  Joshua  IS,  8.  It  was  there  that  the 
cruel  sacrifices  of  children  were  made  by  fire  to  Mo- 
loch, the  Ammonitish  idol,  2.  Chron.  23,  6."  The 
Dr's.  opinion  that  Gehenna  is  used  ''  in  the  New 
Testament  to  d-enote  the  place  of  future  punishment'' 
is  entirely  without  evidence.  Parkhiirst  speaking 
of  Gehenna  says  it  is  ''a  corruption  of  the  two  He- 
brew words  Ge  a  valley,  and  Hinnom  the  name  of 
a  person  w^ho  Vv-as  once  the  possessor  of  it.  This 
valley  of  Hinnom  lay  near  Jerusalem,  and  had 
been  the  place  of  those  abominable  sacrifices,  in 
which  the  idolatrous  Jews  burned  their  children  alive 
to  Moloch,  Baal,  or  the  Sun.  A  particular  place  in 
this  valley  was  called  Tophet,"  &c.  He  also  says 
''K  Gehenna  of  fire,  Mat.  5,  22,  does,  I  apprehend, 
in  its  outward  and  primary  sense,  relate  to  that 
dreadful  doom  of  being  burnt  alive  in  the  valley  of 
Hinnom."  Cruden  says  ''  It  is  thought  that  Tophet 
was  the  butchery,  or  place  of  slaughter  at  Jerusalem, 

^  See  Balfour's  excellent  ''Inquiry'^  into  the  ' 
signiiication  of  thoge  words. 


lying  lo  the  south  of  the  city,  in  the  valiey  of  the 
children  of  Hinnom.  It  is  also  said,  lhat  a  constant 
lire  used  to  be  kept  there,  for  burning  the  carcasses 
and  other  filthiness,  that  was  brouo^ht  thither  from  the 
city.  It  was  in  the  same  place  that  they  cast  away 
the  ashes  and  remains  of  the  images  of  false  gods, 
when  they  demolished  their  altars,  and  broke  down 
their  statues."  Isa  says  30,  33.  "For  Tophet  is 
ordained  of  old  ;  yea  for  the  king  it  is  prepared  ;  he 
hath  made  it  deep  and  large.  The  pile  thereof  is  fire, 
and  much  wood  ;  the  breath  of  the  Lord  hke  a  stream 
of  brimstone  doth  kindle  it.*''  Craden  further  says 
'^'others  think  the  name  of  Tophet  is  given  to  the  val- 
ley of  Hinnom,  because  of  the  sacrifices  that  were  of- 
fered there  to  the  god  Moloch,  by  beat  of  drum,  which 
in  Hebrew  is  called  Toph.  It  was  in  this  manner 
that  those  sacrifices  w^ere  offered.  The  statue  of 
Moloch  was  of  brass,  hollow  within,  with  its  arms 
extended,  and  stooping  a  little  forward.  They  light- 
ed a  great  fire  within  the  statue,  and  another  before 
it :  They  put  upon  its  arms  the  child  they  intended 
to  sacrifice,  which  soon  fell  into  the  fire  at  the  foot 
of  the  statue,  putting  forth  cries,  as  may  easily  be 
imagined.  To  stifle  the  noise  of  these  cries,  and 
howdings,  they  made  a  great  rattling  of  drums  and 
other  instruments,  that  the  spectators  might  not  be 
m.oved  with  compassion  at  the  clamours  of  these  mis- 
erable victims."  Calmet  gives  a  similar  account  of 
Tophet,  the  valley  of  Hinnom  and  the  horrid  cruelties 
practiced  in  the  worship  of  the  idol  Moloch.  We 
have  positive  proof  that  Gehenna,  or  the  valley  of 
the  son  of  Hinnom  is  in  this  world,  in  the  book  of 
Joshua  15,  8,       And  the  border  went  up  by  the 


valley  of  the  son  vf  Mhinom  unto  the  south  side  of 
the  Jebusite,  the  same  is  Jerusalem."  For  further 
confirmation  of  this  important  truth,  see  the  7th  and 
19th  chapters  of  the  prophecy  of  Jeremiah.  The 
word  Gehenna  is  found  in  the  New  Testament 
twelve  times  only,  it  was  always  addressed  to  the 
Jews.  Nothing  is  said  of  Gehenna  to  the  Gentiles. 
This  word  is  found  Mat.  5,  22—30  ;  Mat.  18,  9  ; 
Mark  9,  43—47  ;  Luke  12,  5 ;  Math.  10,  28  ; 
Mat.  23,  15, 33  ;  and  James  3,  6.  What  now  has 
become  of  Mr.  P  's  ^^decisivej^^  text  ?  When  he 
says  God  can  leave  the  soul  "  in  sinking,  hopeless, 
dying,  agony" — when  he  intimates  that  God  will  do 
this  ;  we  are  induced  to  ask,  do  christians  worship  the 
true  God  who  is  ''good  to  all" — or  do  they  worship 
a  Moloch y  burning  with  im.mortal  vengeance,  and 
pouring  the  sulphureous  streams  of  never  ending 
wrath  on  millions  of  his  own  creatures  ? 

4.  We  now  come  to  his  fourth  and  last  class  of 
texts,  which,  he  says,  ''represents  the  punishment  of 
some  men  as  remediless."  Under  this  head  our  au- 
thor refers  to  James  2,  13.  "For  he  shall  have 
judgment  without  mercy,  that  hath  showed  no  mer- 
cy." But  this  is  nothing  to  his  purpose,  for  a  man 
may  have  judgment  without  mercy  in  a  certain  sense 
and  at  a  particular  time,  and  yet  not  be  excluded 
from  mercy  ever  afterwards.  The  remaining  part  of 
the  passage  to  which  he  referred  is,  "  and  mercy  re- 
joiceth  against  judgment."  Mr.  P.  again  refers  to 
the  blasphemy  against  the  Holy  Ghost.  See 
Mat.  12  ;  Mark  3,  and  Luke  12th  chapter.  His 
object  in  this  instance  is,  to  show  that  the  blasphemy 
against  the  Holy  Ghost  cannot  be  forgiven.  It 


Uue  the  blasphemer  could  not  be  forgiven  during  a 
certain  period  of  time.  But  his  forgiveness  is  not 
eternally  prohibited,  as  may  be  seen  by  a  careful  at- 
tention to  the  several  scriptural  phrases  used  in  rela- 
tion to  it.  "It  shall  not  be  forgiven  him,  neither  in . 
this  world,  neither  in  the  world  to  come.''  Locke 
says  '*In  the  writings  of  the  New  Testament  aion 
outes  this  world,  commonly  signifies  the  state  of 
mankind  before  th3  publication  of  the  gospel,  as  con- 
tradistino;uished  to  the  evano-ehcal  state  or  constitu- 
tion,  which  is  commonly  called  aion  mellon,  the 
world  to  come."  Pierce  says,  "  The  world  or  age 
to  come  is  a  Hebrew  phrase,  and  signifies  the  times 
of  the  Messiah,  oi  lm  e6r/,.''  Mackniyht,  Whitby^ 
Dr,  Owen^  Parkhurst  and  many  others  agree  in  the 
explanation  of  the  phrases  'Hhis  world  and  the  world 
to  come,  with  the  quotations  I  have  made  from 
Locke  and  Pierce,  "It  shall  not  be  forgiven  him, 
neither  in  this  world  or  age,  i.  e.  the  dispensation  of 
law  then  drawing  to  a  close  ;  neither  in  the  world, 
or  age  to  come,"  i.  e:  the  age  of  the  Messiah  during 
which  miracles  were  WTought.  "He  that  shall  blas- 
pheme* •  •  -  hath  never  forgiveness,  but  is  in  danger 
of  eternal  damnation,"  Mark  3,  i.  e.  while  a  blas- 
phemer, he  cannot  be  forgiven  but  will  be  exposed 
to  condemnation  as  lasting  as  the  nature  of  the  case 
will  admit.  It  shall  not  be  forgiven.''  Luke  12; 
i.  e.  according  to  the  limitation  already  given  res- 
pecting this  subject  in  Mat.  We  have  no  reason  to 
believe  that  the  blasphemy  against  the  Holy  Ghost 
can  be  committed  at  this  age  of  the  world.  It  was 
committed  by  Jews  v^ho  witnessed  the  miracles 
wrought  by  Christ,  and  maliciously  ascribed  them  to 


^^ihe  prince  of  the  devils."  That  the  period  will 
come  when  all  the  Jews  shall  be  forgiven  is  plain, 
for  '^all  Israel  shall  be  saved"  Rom.  chapter  11. 

Mr.  P.  next  quotes  Prov.  29,  1  ;  *'shall  suddenly 
be  destroyed  and  that  without  remedy."  But  this 
destruction  is  not  said  to  be  in  a  future  life,  nor  is  it 
said  to  be  final :  what  then  does  it  prove  ?  If  the 
Bible  taught  endless  misery  as  plainly  as  our  modern 
preachers  do,  such  passages  as  that  which  I  have  just 
noticed  would  never  have  been  quoted  by  Mr.  P. 

We  are  then  referred  to  Phil.  3,  19  ;  "  Whose 
end  is  destruction," — ^and  Heb.  6,  8.  '^Whose  eiid 
is  to  be  burned."    On  these  passages  Mr.  P.  says 

If  it  should  be  said  that  these  texts  do  not  mean  the 
last  end  of  the  wicked,  the  remark  is  without  proof.'' 
To  which  I  reply.  If  it  should  be  said,  these  texts 
do  mean  the  last  end  of  the  wicked  the  remark  ig 
without  proof !  Mr.  P.  says  As  well  might  we 
say  that  Rom.  6,  22  ;  ye  have  your  fruit  unto  holi- 
ness, and  the  end  everlasting  life,  means  not  the 
last  end  of  the  righteous."  We  grant  it.  That 
mankind  do  enjoy  everlasting  life  through  faith,  while 
in  this  world,  is  perfectly  clear ;  "He  that  believeth 
on  me  hath  everlasting  life."  John  6,  47.  We 
have  now  carefully  examined  Mr.  P's  direct  argu- 
ments from  the  scriptures,  in  favor  of  endless  misery  ; 
and  if  we  are  not  grossly  deceived,  they  have  vanish- 
ed like  "the  baseless  fabric  of  a  vision,"  leaving  not 
a  wreck  behind.  If  eternal  misery  were  sincerely 
beheved,  and  its  "proper  influence"  felt,  the  result 
would  be  fanaticism,  insanity  and  despair. 


As  music  tills  the  grove. 
When  stormy  clouds  are  past ; 
Sweet  anthems  of  redeeming  lore^ 
Shall  all  emploj'  at  last. 

Redeem'd  from  death  and  sin. 
Shall  Adam's  numerous  race. 
A  ceaseless  song  of  praise  begiuj 
And  shout  redeeming  grace >" 


The  simple  believeth  every  word  :   but  the  prudent 

man  lookelh  well  to  his  going. "^"^    Prov,  14, 15. 

It  may  be  very  questionable,  whether,  accord- 
ing to  Mr.  Parker  superstition  and  scepticism" 
are  both  '^founded  in  credulity."  The  ju^^tiy 
celebrated  Claude  thinks  superstition  usually 
springs  froiii  servile  fear,  an  inclination  to  idola^ 
try^  hypocrisy^  or  presumption.  Scepticism  is 
doubt,  indecision  or  unbelief.  While  therefore 
superstition  may  be  produced  by  credulity,  or 
easiness  of  belief ;  scepticism  (or  skepticism)  ev- 
idently proceeds  from  an  opposite  principle  viz» 
an  aversion  to  believe  any  thing.  But  whatever 
may  be  the  origin  of  superstition  or  skepticism ^ 
we  agree  with  Mr.  P.  that  both  are  evils^  produc- 
tive of  much  misery  amongst  mankind. 

We  are  pleased  to  learn  that  Mr.  P.  considers 
it  the  right  and  the  duty  of  men  to  think  for 
themselves,  study  the  word  of  God,  learn  its  doc- 
trines and  practice  its  precepts.  In  the  exercise 
of  this  acknowledged  right,  we  pro<!eed  to  exam- 
ine his  second  Lecture. 

He  thinks  there  is  too  much  pretension  to  free 
inquiry,  and  too  little  exertion  in  the  attainment 
of  the  knowledge  of  the  truth.  To  this  senti- 
ment, we  give  our  unqualified  approbation.  But 
we  have  never  before  heard  it  suggested  that  U- 
niversalism  proceeds  from  a  waot  of  exerfjon  m 
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-quiring  a  knowledge  of  the  truth  ;  or  that  U- 
jiiversalists  have  never  seen  their  reasonings 
^Hhoroughly  examined."  It  may  be  expected 
that  Mr.  P.  has  given  those  ^reasonings/  what  he 
considers  a  thorough  examination.  He  very  just- 
ly says,  "the  main  arguments  in  favor  of  univer- 
•=131  salvation  are  drawn  from  four  sources. 

1.  From  the  justice  of  God. 

2.  From  the  universal  goodness  of  God. 

3.  From  the  atonement  of  Christ. 

4.  From  direct  scripture  testimony." 

1.  We  shall  notice  his  examination  of  the  ar- 
guments of  Universalists  drawn  from  the  justice 
of  God.  On  this  point,  he  quotes  a  definition  of 
justice  from  the  chevalier  Ramsey,  a  learned 
Scotchman,  who  was  born  in  1686.  This  he 
does  on  the  authority  of  Dr.  Edwards,  who  wrote 
against  Dr.  Chauncey  of  Boston.  Why  did  Mr. 
p.  go  back  to  an  author  who  wrote  a  whole  cen- 
tury since  ?  Was  it  because  the  language  of  that 
author  was  more  to  his  purpose,  than  any  thing 
he  could  find  of  a  more  recent  date  ^  Are  not 
living  authors  who  have  written  in  favor  of  Uni- 
versalism,  entitled  to  the  notice  of  such  men  as 
Mr.  P.  ?  The  definition  quoted  from  Ramsey 
is  the  following,  ''Justice  is  that  perfection  of 
God,  by  which  he  endeavours  continually  to 
make  all  intelligences  just."  Now  the  truth  is, 
Universalists  draw  an  argument  in  favor  of  their 
sentiments  from  the  justice  of  God  :  but  that  ar- 
gument is  not  founded  on  Ramsey's  definition  as 
quoted  above.  We  consider  that  definition  de- 
fective. We  add  to  it  the  foUomng.  God  ^^is 
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infinitely  righteous  and  just  in  himself  in  all 
his  proceedings  with  his  creatures.''  If  the  jus- 
tice of  God  consists  in  his  being  perfectly  just  in 
himself  and  also  in  bis  endeavoring  to  make 
all  intelligences  just ;  how  is  Mr.  P.  to  evade 
the  force  of  the  argument,  which  Universalists 
draw  from  the  justice  of  God  ?  It  will  be  per- 
ceived that  all  he  says  on  this  point,  is  founded 
on  a  definition  of  justice^  which  is  imperfect^ 
and  is  not  relied  upon  by  Universalists  in  gen- 
eral. If  the  justice  of  God  seeks  to  render  all 
men  just— -if  the  purposes  of  God  must  be  ac- 
complished, will  not  all  men  be  just  ?  "  The  law 
is  holy,  and  the  commandment  holy  and  just  and 
good,''  Rom,  7,  12.  A  certain  lawyer  asked 
Christ  "  which  is  the  great  commandment  in  the 
law  ?"  Jesus  said  unto  him,  thou  shalt  love  the 
Lord  thy -God  with  all  thy  heart,  and  with  all  thy 
soul,  and  with  all  thy  mind.  This  is  the  first 
and  great  commandment.  And  the  second  is 
like  unto  it,  thou  shalt  love  thy  neighbor  as  thy- 
self. On  these  two  commandments  hang  all  the 
law  and  the  prophets,"  Mat.  22,  36— 40.  The 
law  of  God  which  is,  just ^  is  binding  on  all  moral 
beings,  requires  supreme  love  to  God  and  uni- 
versal love  to  mankind,  and  must  be  fulfilled. 
"  Till  heaven  and  earth  pass,  one  jot  or  one  tittle 
shall  in  no  wise  pass  from  the  law,  till  all  be  ful- 
filled." It  cannot  be  pretended  that  the  law  is 
not  binding  on  all  intelligences ;  for,  if  not,  those 
on  whom  it  is  not  obligatory,  would  be,  absolved 
from  their  allegiapce  to  God — ^they  would  not  be 
i^spoBsible  beings™for  where  no  law  is,  there 


IS  no  transgression.  It  cannot  be  pretended,  the 
law  does-  not  require  that  we  should  love  God 
with  all  our  hearts  and  our  neighbors  as  our- 
selves ;  for  that  would  contradict  Christ.  It  can- 
not be  pretended  that  the  law  w41l  not  be  fulfil- 
led ;  for  that  would  also  contradict  Christ.  So 
as  there  is  the  least  injustice  amongst  man- 
kind, the  law  is  not  fulfilled  in  ''every  jot  and 
tittle."  When  Christ  shall  have  fulfilled  the 
law  by  subduing  all  hearts  to  himself — by  re- 
moving sin  and  enmity  from  the  moral  creatioi), 
we  hope  Mr.  P.  will  be  perfectly  satisfied.  If  it 
be  said,  Christ  fulfils  the  law  for  men  :  we  reply, 
then  that  law  can  require  nothing  more  of  men, 
unless  it  should  require  something  m&re  than  to 
be  fulfilled.  It  is  contrary  to  reason,  justice  and 
scripture,  to  suppose  any  moral  being  is  exonerat- 
ed from  duty  because  another  being  has  done  hi^ 
duty.  It  is  as  easy  to  prove  from  scripture,  that 
Christ  will  go  to  heaven  for  us ;  as  that  he  will 
love  God  with  all  the  heart  and  his  neighbors  as 
himself  for  us,  i.  e.  in  our  stead.  Much  mora 
might  be  profitably  said  on  this  particular,  but 
we  must  pass  to  notice  Mr.  P's  arguments  in  re- 
lation to  disciplinary  punishment.  He  endeav- 
ors "to  show  that  justice  requires  something  more 
than  a  mere  discipline,  intended  for  the  good  of 
the  offender.'' 

1.  Our  author  contends  that  ''if  all  punish- 
ment is  inflicted  for  this  end" — i.  e.  the  good  of 
the  punished,  "then  punishment  is  not  ©n  the 
whole,  a  real  eviV^  Very  true.  But  there  may 
be  "partial  evil'^  productive  of  "universal  good.'^ 
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Siippo&e  tbere  is  real  eml^  i.  e.  peimaEent,  or 
endless  evil  in  the  universe,  is  not  the  character 
of  the  Supreme  Ruler-  of  ail  things  unavoidably 
impeached  ?  Imperfect  workmen  produce  imper- 
fect work.  But  a  perfect  workman  will  produce 
perfect  work  ;  however  imperfect  it  may  appeav 
before  it  is  finished.  If  there  be  real  evil  in  the 
universe,  then  there  is  real  evil  in  the  Author  of 
the  universe !  Will  not  Mr.  P.  be  startled  at 
his  own  sentiments  ?  If  an  endless  evil  existj 
does  it  not  exist,  either  by  the  appointment,  or 
permission  of  God  ?  To  say  God  appointed  an 
endless  eyil,  would  be  to  say  he  is  an  evil  Being, 
which  certainly  appears  to  be  blasphemous. — * 
To  say  he  permitted  it,  when  he  had  pov/cr  io 
prevent  it,  is  equally  irreverant.  To  say  he 
could  not  prevent  it,  is  to  deny  the  power  of  Om- 
nipotence. It  is  plain  therefore  that  no  being  but 
zninfinite  devil  could  be  the  author  of  infinite  e- 
vil :  and  no  such  being  exisls.  We  consider  the 
history  of  Joseph  and  his  brethren,  a  perfect  illus- 
tration of  all  the  evil  that  ever  has  existed,  does, 
or  ever  will  exist  in  the  moral  creation— by  the 
over  ruling  Providence  of  God,  all  ti^nninating  iu 
the  greatest  good  of  all  concernce  J. 

Mr.  P.  says,  if  all  punishment  be  disciplinary 
then  "all  the  threatnings  of  God's  word,  amount 
simply  to  this — if  you  sin*  •  •  'you  shall  be  put 
tinder  the  best  possible  means  to  reclaim  and 
render  you  happy.''  Very  well.  Infinite  good- 
ness always  makes  use  of the  best  possible 
means"  to  render  all  beings  happy,  whether  they 
be  sinful  ©r  not.  We  cannot  perceive  how  any  oth- 


er  course  cm  be  consistent  with  the  divine  per- 
fections.  According  to  Mr.  P.  there  can  be  **no 
curse  at  all"  unless  it  be  endless.  We  will  then 
accommodate  him  with  a  curse  from  which  he 
cannot  plead  exemption,  and  leave  it  for  him  to 
determine  whether  it  be  endless  or  not*  "Cur- 
sed is  every  one  that  continueth  not  in  all  things 
which  are  written  in  the  book  of  the  law  to 
do  them."  Gal.  3,  10.  A  curse  is  that  whick 
produces  misery  for  the  time  being.  But  to  pre- 
tend that  nothing  is  a  curse,  unless  it  shall  be 
eternally  endured,  is  quite  as  absurd  as  to  say, 
no  man  has  a  fit  of  sickness,  unless  tormented 
with  acute  disease  during  the  whole  of  his  mor- 
tal life ! 

2.  Mr.  P.  argues  thus ;  because  salvation  is  of 
grace — because  there  is  no  grace  in  saving  one 
from  farther  punishment  after  he  has  suffered  all 
that  which  the  law  demands,"  therefore  the  law 
or  justice  of  God  requires  something  more  than 
a  disciplinary  punishment.  He  says  "if  salu- 
tary chastisement  be  all  the  punishment  due  to 
sin,  the  offender  after  enduring  this  chastisement, 
cannot  ask  for  deliverance  and  salvation  as  a  fa- 
vorj  without  degrading  himself."  We  will  en- 
deavor to  assist  his  mind  on  this  point.  While 
it  would  be  manifest  cruelty  to  punish  any  one 
more  than  would  be  for  his  benefit ;  justice  re- 
quires that  every  one  should  receive  all  the  pun- 
ishment he  deserves,  and  dl  that  will  do  him 
any  good — and  mercy  never  will  oppose  such  a 
punishment.  The  justice  and  mercy  of  God 
harmonize  in  the  salvation  of  the  btiman  race, 
c  2 


Mr.      says  the  oSfender  "  cannot  ask  for  delrv  - 
eraoce  and  salvation  as  a  favor  "  &c.     He  has 
here  blended  two  very  distinct  ideas,  and  treated 
them  as  though  they  were  one  and  the  same. 
That  the  offender,  after  enduring  all  the  punish- 
ment which  he  deserves  and  all  that  will  be 
beneficial  to  him,  cannot  consistently  ask  for  de- 
liverance from  suffering  or  punishment  as  a  favor ^ 
1  admit.     But  can  he  not  consistently  ask  for 
salvation  as  a  favor  ?     Most  certainly  he  can. 
All  that  he  has  a  right  in  justice  to  demand  is  a 
deliverance  from  suffering^  which  might  be  effect- 
ed by  ANNIHILATION !    He  could  not  in  justice 
require  salvation  or  eternal  life.     He  could  not 
ask  for  salvation  as  a  reward  for  his  sufferings. 
For  eternal  life,  which  is  the  unmerited  gift  of 
God  through  Christ ;  he  is  entirely  dependent  on 
the  unpurchased,  free,  unbounded  grpce  of  God. 
Jesus  Christ  saves  men  by  the  free  favor  of  God^ 
mt  in  violation  of  fustice^  but  according  to  its 
eternal  requisition.    Mr.  P's  similitude  of  asking 
deliverance  from     confinement  in  the  county 
Jail "  does  not  apply  to  his  subject.    Because  af- 
ter the  culprit  has  suffered  the  term  of  confine- 
ment for  which  he  was  sentenced,  he  has  a  natu- 
ral and  undeniable  right  to  the  blessings  of  lib- 
erty, as  much  as  any  unoffending  citizen.  But 
the  sinner,  after  suffering  the  punishment  due  to 
sin,  has  no  right  to  salvation.     "  Salvation  is  of 
the  Lord." 

3.  Mr.  P.  argues  that  sinners  cannot  suffer  all 
the  punishment  the  law  requires  because  they 
^Toforgimn.    He  says,    forgiveness  implies  that 


the  siuner  forgiven  is  not  punislied  in  his  own 
person  according  to  law  and  justice."  Then  law 
and  justice  are  violated  !  It  is  a  fundamental  er- 
ror, common  to  all  partid  systems  of  salvation 
that  God  is  at  war  w^ith  himself— tbat  mercy  de- 
mands what  justice  will  not  allow — that  as  jus- 
tice and  mercy  cannot  both  be  exercised  towards 
the  same  creatures,  the  human  race  will  be  di- 
vided, one  part  becoming  the  subjects  of  aii  un- 
just mercy ^  and  the  other  part  the  victims  of  a 
merciless  justice!  Where  does  Mr.  P.  learn 
that  ''forgiveness  implies  that  the  sinner  forgiven 
—is  not  punished  according  to  law  and  jus- 
tice r"  Certainly  not  from  the  bible.  By  wdiat 
authority  does  he  teach  a  v/orld  of  sinners  that 
they  shall  not  be  punished  ''  according  to  their 
works?"  Certainly  not  by  the  authority  of  God; 
for  the  scriptures  explicitly  teach  the  following 
sentiment,  "  whosoever  doeth  wrong  shall  receive 
for  the  wrong  done."  Forgiveness  is  the  exer- 
cise ©f  divine  mercy  to  those  who  can  neither 
produce  that  mercy  nor  save  themselves ;  but  it 
Bever  delivers  any  from  the  punishment  they  de- 
serve ;  because  justice  and  mercy  are  not  oppo- 
sing, but  harmonizing  attributes.  "  Thou  wast 
a  God  who  fargavest  them,  though  thou  tookest 
vengeance  of  their  inventions  "  P's.  99,  8. 

4.  Mr.  P.  says,  ''Christ  is  abundantly  represen- 
ted in  the  scriptures  as  delivering  men  from  the 
curse  of  the  law. If  by  "delivering  men  from 
the  curse  of  the  law,"  he  intended  delivering 
them  from  the  just  punishment  of  their  sin,  (as 
he  probably  did)  then  I  deny  that  any  such  sen- 


timent  is  taught  in  the  Bible.  To  deliver  a  child 
from  the  punishment  his  disobedience  deserves 
would  be  to  violate  the  law^  of  the  parent.  To 
deliver  him  from  disobedience  would  be  to  make 
him  honor  and  fulfil  the  law  of  his  parent. 
"Thou  shalt  call  his  name  Jesus  for  he  shall 
save  his  people  from  their  sins  "—not  from  jus- 
tice. Mr.  P.  says  "  the  argument  which  1  am 
BOW  opposing,  asserts  that  all  men  will  be  saved, 
because  the  curse  of  the  law  is  only  so  much  pun- 
ishment as  will  answer  the  purpose  of  salutary 
discipline  and  lead  the  soul  to  repentance." 
This  is  incorrect.  The  argument  he  was  oppo- 
sing, asserts  no  such  idea.  It  does  not  pretend 
that  any  will  be  saved  by  enduring  the  full 
curse  of  the  law."  The  doctrine  of  disciplina- 
ry puiiishment  ado)its  of  the  exercise  of  justice 
and  mercy  towards  every  sinner.  The  wages 
of  sin  is  death,  but  the  gift  of  God  is  eternal  life, 
through  Jesus  Christ  our  Lord."  Rom.  6,  23, 
This  death  being  temporary^  every  sinner  may  not 
only  receive  his  wages,  but  also,  the  gift  of  God. 
Man  needs  no  "  deliverance  from  the  means  of 
repentance  " — the  bible  teaches  no  such  deliv- 
erance— Universalists  believe  in  no  such  deliver- 
ance,and  we  would  thank  Mr.  P.  to  be  more  par- 
ticular to  state  our  arguments  correctly.  In  what 
manner  does  Christ  save  men  from  the  curse  of 
the  law?  Answer,  by  the  power  and  influence  of 
grace  and  truth,  he  saves  them  from  the  love  and 
practice  of  sin ;  and  when  any  one  is  saved  from 
the  commission  of  sin,  he  is  saved  from  all  the 
misery,  punishment  or  curse^  attendant  upon  ini- 
quity whea  committede 


o.  Mr.  P.  says.  that  the  law  tlireatens  a  much 
severer  punishment  than  any  mere  salutary  dis- 
cipline is  evident  also  from  the  very  terms  used." 
He  then  notices  such  expressions  as  the  follow- 
iijg,accursed — cursed  children — wrath — fiery  in- 
dignation— wrath  without  mixture,  &c.  These 
expressions  he  thinks  incompatible  with  parental 
kindness,  or  a  punishment  merely  disdplinary. 
But  did  he  mean  to  represent  God  to  be  destitute 
of  parental  kindness  towards  any  of  his  crea- 
tures ?  Could  any  demon  do  w^orse  than  to  biira 
with  implacable  vengeance  towards  his  own  chil- 
dren ?  The  most  dreadful  curses  denounced 
against  sinners,  «re  compatible  with  the  exercise 
of  parental  kindness  on  the  part  of  the  divine 
being  ;  or  God  is  a  revengeful  being,  v/hose  char- 
acter cannot  be  safely  imitated  by  an  earthly  pa- 
rent! Look  at  the  curses  threatened  against 
God's  chosen  people  as  recorded  in  the  29th 
chapter  of  Deut.  Are  tbey  not  compatible  with 
parental  kindness  ?  "  But  if  the  ministration  of 
death,  v/ritten  and  engraven  in  stones,  was  glo- 
rious, so  that  the  children  of  Israel  could  not 
steadfastly  behold  the  face  of  Moses  for  the  glo- 
ry of  his  countenance,  which  glory  w^a.>  to  be 
done  away,  how  shall  not  the  ministration  of  the 
spirit  be  rather  glorious  ?  For  if  the  ministra- 
tion of  condemnation  be  glory,  much  more  doth 
the  ministration  of  righteousness  exceed  in  glo- 
ry. For  even  that  which  was  made  glorious 
had  no  glory  in  this  respect,  by  reason  of  the 
glory  that  excelleth.  For  if  that  which  v/as 
done  away  was  glorious^  much  more  that  which 


remaiaeth  is  glorious''  2d  Cor.  3,  T— 14.  The 
glorious  ministration  of  death  is  to  be  abolished 
— and  will  be  succeeded  by  the  ministratijbn  of 
the  spirit,  whose  efiulgent  glory  shall  eclips/e  the 
glory  of  the  former,  even  as  the  twinkling/ star  is 
lost  in  the  presence  ai^d  glory  of  the  suii.  But 
Mr.  P.  thinks  '^a  certain  class  of  persons"  who 
are  sinful  are  corrected  on  the  principle  of  salu- 
tary punishment.  For  proof  he^  quotes  Heb. 
chapter  12,  whom  the  Lord  loveth  he  chasten- 
eth,''  &c.  Does  he  not  thus  charge  God  with 
partiality  ?  Why  does  God  treat  one  class  of 
sinners  entirely  difierent  from  another  class  ?  It 
is  truly  humiliating  to  see  the  complacency  with 
v;hich  vain  mortals  divide  the  human  species  in- 
to different  classes — carefully  calculating  them- 
selves among  the  favorites  of  heaven !  But  lest 
there  should  be  some  mistake  on  this  point,  we 
will  present  him  with  a  looking-glass ^  in  which 
he  may  see  himself.  "  Now  we  know,  that  what 
soever  the  law  saith,  it  saithjto  them  who  are  un- 
der the  law ;  that  every  mouth  may  be  stopped, 
and  all  the  world  mav  become  guilty  before 
God."  Rom.  3,  19. 

Mr.  P.  says  ^'  It  is  sometimes  necessary  for 
kind  parents  to  cast  off  a  child  utterly  and  final- 
ly, for  the  good  of  the  family"  &c..  Why? 
Because  they  are  deficient  in  power  to  govern  or 
reclaim  the  child.  If  they  possess  the  power  to 
reclaim  the  child  and  still  cast  him  off  utterly, 
we  should  justly  consider  them  monsters  in  cru- 
elty !  God  is  not  wanting  in  power,  will  or  means 
to  reclaim  every  sinner.    After  referring  to  Bru- 


35 

tus,  who  gave  sentence  of  death  against  his  owb 
sons  for  a  conspiracy,  when  as  a  magistrate  he 
had  power  to  pardon  them  he  says  just  so  God 
is  represented,  as  strugling  between  compassion 
and  justice,  and  as  proceeding  with  reluctance  to 
the  execution  of  ultimate  and  remediless  judg- 
ment." By  whom  is  God  thus  represented  as  at 
variance  with  himself?  By  the  advocates  of 
endless  misery.  But  the  scriptures  do  not  so 
represent  him.  God  is  not  divided  against  him- 
self. By  representing  God  as  "  struggling  be- 
tween compassion  and  justice  "  he  is  degraded 
into  an  image  made  like  to  corruptible  man 
whereas  he  is  in  reality  of  one  mind  and  none 
can  turn  him." 

Mr.  P's  recapitulation,  on  the  32,  and  33  pa- 
ges  of  his  book,  we  need  not  answer;  for  after 
attending  to  every  particular  which  he  has  noti- 
ced, we  have  seen  he  has  failed  to  show  that 
justice  requires  any  thing  more  than  a  discipline 
"  intended  for  the  good  of  the  offender  "  The 
justice  of  God  certainly  does  not  oppose,  if  it 
does  not  require  the  salvation  of  all  mankind. 

1.  Mr.  P.  says  "  It  is  said  that  there  is  not  suffi- 
cient difference  between  the  most  imperfect  char- 
acter of  the  righteous,  and  the  best  character  of 
the  wicked,  to  make  it  reasonable  to  doom  one 
to  eternal  punishment  and  not  the  other.  This 
argument  is  destitute  of  force,  if  both  dsserve 
eternal  punishment,  and  one  is  forgiven,  and  the 
other  falls  under  the  sentence  of  the  law.  The 
argument  as  you  see,  is  a  mere  begging  of  the 
question,  a5  it  takes  for  granted  the  very  thing 


io  dispute,  vi^:.  tbat  (be  sinner  does  not  deserve 
eteinal  puaishment."  "  i/"  both  de?;erve  eternal 
punisbmeiit."  Why  did  be  not  attempl  to  prove 
that  sinners  deserve  eternal  puiiisbmei?!,  instead 
of  supposing  it?  It  never  !?as  been,  aod  we  pre- 
sume never  will  b  proved  tiiat  siBiiers  deserve 
eternal  piii^ishment.  "  A  mere  begghig  of  tbe 
question. This  is  a  mistake;  the  argument  does 
not  take  it  for  granted  that  the  sinner  does  not 
deserve  eternal  punishment  "—it  merely  affirms 
tbat  to  make  one  eternally  miserable  and  not  an- 
nother,  when  there  is  scarcely  any  perceptible, 
and  but  very  little  real  ditFerence  of  character^ 
would  b'^  unreasonahle.  Universalists  are  not  ac- 
customed to  heg  the  question^  in  dispute.  We 
have  already  spoken  of  forgiveness.  If  all  de- 
serve etornal  misery  and  some  are  forgiven,  and 
others  never  will  be  forgivm,  are  they  all  trea- 
ted alike  ? 

2.  Mr.  P.  says/4t  isargTied  tbat  life  is  too  short 
for  a  man  to  contract  guilt  enough  to  deserve  an 
eternal  punishment.''  Though  there  is  mani- 
festly a  very  great  disproportion  between  the 
sins  committed  in  this  short  life,  and  an  eternity 
of  suffering ;  yet  the  shortness  of  human  life, 
unconnected  with  any  other  consideration^  is  not 
an  argument  reli^^d  on  by  Universalists  to  show 
that  sinners  do  not  deserve  eternal  punishmento 
We  may  therefore  safely  admit  what  Mr.  P.  con- 
tends for,  viz.  "  that  length  of  time  has  no  ne- 
cessary connexion  with  the  enormity  "  of  guilt : 
because  a  man  can  commit  a  great  crime  in  as 
•short  n  time  as  may  be  required  to  commit  a 
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•uuU  one.  If  mm  r>osses$  capacitii  to  commit  a 
.  riwe  whieli  deserves  eternal  pii^ishnient,  mor- 
tal life  is  long  euoUi<h  to  enable  bin:-  to  commit  :.t. 
But  (lie  trutli  is,  l  aa  puisesses  nc  svcb  cspaei't^^ 
Mr,  r.  says  ^^  '^h^.  atrocity  of  crime  daper.as 
upor  tiici  ipjp^ita ice  ol  the  aw.  a?ad  tbe  sacred- 
neii  of  the  a\:thoiity  ^vliicli  is  violated"  &c.  In 
this  de^Kiiion  one  very  iojujortant  Item  ij?  om^tt^d, 
V3Z.  the  capacitif  of  ihe  trai^sgressor.  A  a  iaiot 
cannot  violate  udv  laoral  i^iw.  As  e  /ery  ti^:i:s- 
gressor  possesses  lirr'U^d  ro^^ei^-  ^-^f)  c^r'.uot 
justly  d.^ser>'e  imKrr-^  e  l  ^ ,  tu^  ^hnee 
of  tho^e  limited  powers >  Mr  F  sais  Arid 
none  vriil  deny  tbat  this,  (tae  everlastiiig  favor 
of  his  Maker)  is  of^^e i  :c  hirv^,  (ma^)  in  tie 
gospel.''  In  tte  Pwiihjttxi^  Qoniesucn  of 
faith  to  wbich  Mr.  P.  Im  soiemii*y  subscribed 
before  God  and  man,  ?re  tbe  foli  >r'ing  senti- 
ments. "By  tiie  lecree  of  Gci  ibr  the  ipani- 
fe^tation  of  bie  giory  son;e  m»  a  ai^d  ^ngels  are 
predestinated  unto  eveiiaedug  life,  and  others 
fore-ordained  to  ererl- 3tin^  '^'eatb.  These  an- 
gels  and  men  thn?  predestiti^tr.^  :^nd  fore -ordain- 
ed; are  part ulaTiy  and  nncha.:^  ce^igied; 
and  their  nui:.jber  is  so  certaiD  and  definite  that 
it  cannot  be  either  increased  or  dlminislied.' '  Is 
it  weakness,  or  ivicked"ies3— it  igiiorance,  or 
hypocrisy,  which  induces  man  to  make  solemn 
profession  of  faith  ir  such  3?:  t:*n!eriS;  and  then 
offer  "  God's  eternal  f&vor  "  to  ^11  laen  ? 

Mr.  P.  says  ^' It  IsdlegeJ  thatthe  creatiireis 
finite,  and  tberefcre  cannot  deserve  an  endless 
pnriishmerl;,''    He  says^  *Hothig  I  repl}  that  M$ 
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powers  of  sinning  are  not  more  limited  than  are 
liis  susceptibilities  of  suffering, — hence^there  is  no 
more  reason  why  bis  punishment  sliouid  not  be 
endlesSj  than  there  would  be  if  his  powers  w^ere 
indefinitely  increased."  Granted.  Let  the  pow- 
ers of  the  sinner  be  increased  ever  so  much,  if 
those  powers  still  fall  short  of  infinity ,  he  cannot 
deserve  infinite  or  endless  punishment,  &  an  in- 
finite, being;,  having  no  superior,  to  whom  he  is  in 
subjection — having  no  temptation  from  without^  or 
within  himself,  cannot  commit  sin.  Mr.  P^s. 
argument  therefore  falls  short  of  his  object.  Be- 
cause sinners  live  several  years  in  this  world 
without  being  reclaimed — and  we  do  not  deem 
this  an  impeachment  of  divine  justice ;  Mr. 
p.  says,  "  God  cannot  be  under  any  obligation 
ever  to  reclaim  them— there  is  no  injustice  in 
leaving  then^  to  live  in  sin  and  misery  to  all  eter- 
nity." But  if  God  should  leave  them,  strictly 
speaking,  they  would  not  live  at  ail !  The  sup- 
porting power  of  God  is  constantly  required  to  pre- 
serve existence  If  any  part  of  mankind  be  eter- 
nally miserable,  God  does  not  merely  leave  them 
' — he  constantly  exerts  his  power  to  sustain,  and 
make  them  miserable.  Is  there  no  injustice  in 
this  ?  There  is  positive  injustice  and  cruelty  in 
giving  life  to  a  moral  being,  whose  whole  exist- 
ence is  worse  than  nothmg.  God  certainly  knew 
the  final  result  of  every  creature's  existence^ 
The  most  inaiicious  being  could  do  no  worse  thna 
to  cause  life  witii  the  positive  knowledge  that  it 
woi^ii  be  |}^rpetuated  in  endless  agony.  The 
ji^siice  a§       a»  gopdn^ss  of  God  forbid  our  as- 
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cribing  such  conduct  to  him.  Mr.  P's.  argu- 
lueut  on  this  point  is  very  much  like  the  fol- 
lowing— if  a  man  can  live  comfortably  without 
food  for  the  space  of  six  hours — he  can  so  live, 
ten,  fifty,  or  one  hundred  years!  He  says  "If 
men  are  saved  because  justice  requires  it,  then 
there  is  no  special  favor  in  their  salvation,  and 
no  forgiveness ;  and  no  deliverance  from  the 
curse  of  the  law  through  Christ."  This  would 
be  correct  if  favor,  grace  or  mercy  v\ere  opposed 
to  justice— if  forgiveness  were  a  liberation  from 
just  puiiishment — if  deliverance  from  the  curse 
of  the  law  were  a  deliverance  from  the  penalty  due 
to  sin.  But  we  have  already  shown  that  justice 
&  mercy  harmonize — forgiveness  does  not  liber- 
ate the  sinner  from  ajust  punishment~&  deliver- 
ance from  the  curse  of  the  law  may  consist  in  a 
dehverance  from  sin — consequently  from  the 
curses  denounced  against  sin.  Mr.  P's  con- 
clusion is  therefore  incorrect. 

Let  us  examine  the  design  of  punishment.  If 
God  punishes,  he  must  design  it  for  the  good^  or 
the  injtiry  of  his  creatures,  i.  e.  if  he  has  any 
design  concerniijg  it.  If  he  has  no  design,  why 
does  he  administer  it  ?  To  say  that  God  punish- 
es for  the  ultimate  injury  of  his  creatures  is  to 
ascribe  to  him  disgraceful  malignity !  That  God 
punishes  for  the  good  of  his  creatures  is  the  most 
consistent  with  his  perfections  and  his  word 

Nosv  no  chastening  for  the  present  seemeth  to 
he  joyous,  but  grievous  nevertheless  afterwards, 
ityieideth  the  peaceable  fruit  of  righteousness 
unto  them  v/bich  are  exercised  therebv."  Heb. 
12.  11. 
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2.  Mr.  P.  takes  notice  of  the  argument  in  favof 
of  Uciversrlism  drawn  from  the  universal  good- 
ness of  God.  Oa  this  point,  he  introduces  the 
name  of  Dor.lor  Chauncey,  and  qaotes  enough  to 
fill  about  ten  ii-ies  in  his  sniali  book,  from 
Chatincey's  introdoction.  The  amount  of  what 
he  ha:  quoied  is,  that  some  ^^neraiiy  received 
doctrines  s  oi  l "  I  5  renounced — ^and  olhe^  s  more 
hoiiorable  to  Gov  and  mc^e  2oaiforiable  t^  manj 
should  be  received— that  it  is  liffxult  to  recon- 
cile the  dc  ciii'ie  of  endless  nisery  T/i:h  the  ner- 
fectioD  of  uie  Deity.  Will  Mr.  P.  pietu^d  tliis 
was  the  amount  of  Dr.  arguaient  ?  He 
will  not.  Why  did  he  introduce  Dr.  C  s.  ndrne 
at  ail,  unless  to  show  tbat  he  had  heard  of  it 
through  Dr.  Edwards  ?  Mr.  P.  might  as  well 
havi  on.  cted  Dr.  C's.  name  as  to  quote  from 
him  no  more  than  he  Irus.  I  hope  he  did  not  mean 
to  give  the  intimation  that  Dr.  C.  had  said  noth- 
ing more  cor^clusive  than  that  quotation. 

Mr.  ?.  hac  also  iLtioduced  the  name  of  Whiston 
and  quoted  the  following  from  him^  ^-  this  doc- 
trine (eternal  punishment)  supposes  Gdd  to  de- 
liijht  in  cruelty."  We  suppose  he  meant  iViib'am 
Whistr  n,  the  translator  of  Josephus,  the  author 
of  a  Hew  theory  of  the  earth,  the  3Uccesr.or  of 


*  About  the  middle  of  the  last  century  Dr.  C. 
was  pastor  of  the  ifirs»  Con^^rei^'ational  Church  in 
IBostori  ;  sr.  He  possessed  strona;  povrers  of 
mind  and  was  led  into  the  belief  of  UniversaHseii 
}jy  studying  the  scriptures.  In  1784  he  published 
a  learned  and  laborious  work  in  favor  of  Univer- 
^alisrn  inLondoD 
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Sir  Isaac  Newtou  as  professor  of  Mathemat- 
ics in  the  University  of  Cambridge  Eng.  who 
wrote  extensively  against  eternai  misery,  and 
died  in  175.?.  Mr.  W  .  was  a  zealous  opposer  of 
the  doctrine  of  endless  misery,  but  it  does  not 
appear  that  he  was  an  advocate  for  Universal 
salvation.  His  mind  seems  to  have  been  unset- 
led  on  that  subject.  *  We  have  noticed  all  Mr. 
P.  has  quoted  from  Mr.  W.  Mr.  P,  does  not 
attempt  to  show  that  the  doctrine  of  elernal  mis- 
ery does  not  suppose  God  to  delight  in  cruelty. 
He  appears  to  have  studied  Universalism  through 
the  medium  of  authors  who  lived  about  a  century 
since.  We  think  it  would  have  been  profitable 
for  him  to  pay  some  attention  to  more  modern 
authors  on  this  subject. 

We  reler  back  to  the  reasonings  just  gone 
throus^h  with  "  conceriiing  the  rf  qu. 'Str  ors  of 
justice,  with  as  much  confidence  as  Mr.  P.  coiiid 
possibly  have  done.  Ol  the  correctaes  -  of  those 
reasonings,  the  reader  musf  judge.  We  do  not 
admit  that  strict  justice  would  doom  some  men 
to  endless  misery,''  we  therefore  do  not  plead  for 
an  imjii.st  salvation.  Mr.  P.  makes  one  excel- 
lent  remark  viz.  "justice  is  certainly  consistent 
with  goodness."  Then  justice  n^ver  required 
the  endless  misery  of  those  who  are  to  be  saved. 
He  says  "  it  is  said  if  God  is  good,  we  cannot 
conceive  that  he  will  leave  any  to  eternal  suffer- 
ing. We  may  just  as  well  say,  if  God  is  good 
that  we  cannot  conceive  he  will  permit  any  real 


*  See  Modern  Hist,  Univ.  p,  104. 
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sulferiiig  in  the  uiuverse :  for  if  he  em  admit  it 
for  a  dsi/i  a  5^ear3  a  life,  he  may  on  the  same 
principle^  an  hundred  years  after  death,  and  then 
another,  and  e^o  on  wkhout  ead.''  Aeeording  to 
thig  argnmeBt,  if  it  ?s  consistent  with  goodness 
to  amputate  limb  for  the  purpose  of  restoring  a 
man  to  health  and  nsefnloess  ;  it  would  be  con- 
sistent with  goodiicss  to  bew  a  man  to  pieces  till 
death  should  result  from  the  operatioB  ! 

Since  Mr.  F,  has  not  attempted  to  show  that 
the  eternal  misery  of  some  part  of  the  huriaan 
race  will  be  for  the  greatest  good  of  the  universe, 
and  has  intimated  that  if  Universalists  can  show 
that  the  good  of  the  universe  requires  the  hap- 
piness, of  each  individual,  the  argument  from 
divine  goodness  will  "amount  to  something"'— 
it  may  be  advisable  to  attempt,  such  proof.  We 
would  not  exclude  an  eteriial  exhibition  of  di- 
vine justice;'^ ^but  we  would  exclude  an  eternal  ex- 
hibUion  of  positive  cruelty  from  the  admimstratioii 
of  Jehovah.  The  whole  universe  of  intelligences 
is  composed  of  individua!&,aBd  the  highest  happi- 
ness of  the  universe,  requires  the  greatest  possi- 
ble happiness  of  each  individual  composing  the 
universe.  To  say  God  cannot  make  some  as 
liappy  without,  as  with  the  misery  of  others,is  to 
found  the  happiness  of  heaven  upon  the  misery 
ef  hell,  which  would  probably  suit  the  feelings 
of  a  real  savage!  It  would  not  only  limit  the 
"  Holy  f>i^e  pf  TsraeP'  to  certain  means  of  produ- 
cing happinesti  j  but  would  look  very  much  like 
petitid  principiiy  begging  the  quei^tion  in  dispute. 
It  would  be  a6  abs^ardas  to  $ay  Godis  the  creator 
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r>(  ail  men,  but  not  of  cveiy  individual!  To  il- 
lustrate this,  suppose  the  universe  to  consist  of 
teri  rational  beiiigs  oniy,  each  capable  of  receiving 
fifty  degrees  of  enjoyment.  To  pioduce  the 
greateo>l  possible  felicity  of  the  ten,  five  iiundred 
degrees  of  enjoyment  must  be  received,  or  fifty 
by  each.  Any  thing  short  of  this,  would  not  be 
the  gre-dtest  possible  good  of  the  ten.  If  it  be 
supposed  iivdt  fije  could  receive  the  fi  ve  hundred 
degrees  of  enjoynient  on  condition  that  the  other 
five  should  be  perfectly  miserable,  then  the , 
greatest  possible  good  and  the  greatest  possible 
evil  of  the  whole  ten, are  one  and  t  ■  e  same  !  Be- 
cause if  the  greatest  possible  good  cf  the  whole 
be  consistent  with  the  perfect  misery  of  one  half 
— then  the  greatest  possible  evil  ef  th^^  whole 
would  be  consistent  with  the  perfect  happiness 
of  one  half  ! 

Mr.  P.  in  reply  to  the  following^  It  would 
not  be  acting  lii:e  a  father  oa  earth,  if  God  v/ere 
to  doom  piniiers  to  enuiess  lor^nent,"  says  ^'  Is 
it  like  a  father  on  e^^rth,  to  inflict  the  refuporfil 
calamities  which  God  often  briLg;^  upon  the  chil- 
dren of  men?"  He  then  speaks  oi  poverty, 
shame  sickness,  loss  of  reason,  death,  drown- 
ing, burning  &c.  He  says  What  would  you 
think  of  me  if  I  should  present  such  a  stjain  of 
declamation,  to  prove  to  you  that  God  never  does 
bring  such  calamities  on  men  ?  Yet  the  argu- 
ment would  be  just  as  good  for  the  purpose,  as  it 
is  to  prove  that  God  will  not  inflict  eternal  pun- 
ishment u|3on  some  part  of  mankind,"  No  prin- 
ciple can  be  clearer  than  this  ;  viz.  an  earthly  pa- 
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rent  will  subject  his  child  to  any  sufiering  which 
he  is  certain  will  be  benef  ciaL  No  good  parent 
Will  inflict  any  degree  of  misery  upon  a  child  for 
any  other  purpose.  Why  does  not  an  earthly  fa- 
ther consign  his  children  to  poverty,  shame  sick- 
ness, loss  of  reason,  an  afflicting  death,  drown- 
ing in  the  ocean,  or  perishing  in  flames?  Be- 
cause he  is  not  able  to  produce  any  benefit  to  the 
child  from  such  treatment.  But  will  Mr.  P. 
presume  to  say  God  can  produce  bo  benefit  from 
every  event  of  his  providence  towards  every  crea- 
ture he  has  made  ?  Will  he  charge  God  with 
positive  cruelly  towards  any  dependent  being  ? 
Will  he  say  God  unfeelingly  inflicts  an  endless 
injury  upon  any  creature,  and  thus  disregards 
the  principle  on  which  all  good  parents  act  ? 
Certainly  there  is  a  very  wide  difference  betv*  een 
any  temporal  calamity,  even  the  keenest  distress 
which  shall  terminate^  and  never-ending  agony 
which  necessarily  excludes  its  subject  from  ail 
possible  good.  But  if  all  temporal  misery  shall 
i3e  succeeded  by  imperishable  enjoyment,  the 
boundless  goodness  of  Almighty  God  shall  burst 
forth  upon  a  joyful  universe  in  an  undecaying 
blaze  of  unclouded  glory  !  Goodness  delights  in 
communicating  happiness.  If  the  goodness  of 
God  is  infinite,  it  embraces  all  beings — if  un- 
changeable, it  %yill  always  continue — if  directed 
by  perfect  wisdom,  it  cannot  err—if  accompa- 
nied by  almighty  power,  all  its  designs  must  be 
accomplished.  "  The  Lord  is  good  unto  all  and 
his  tender  mercies  are  over  all  his  works"  Ps. 
145.    "His  mercy  endureth  foreyer"  Ps.  107*, 


't'he  infinite  goodness  of  God  would  prohibit 
the  creation  of  a  single  being,  who  should,  by 
any  possible  means,  suffer  more  th^n  he  enjoyed 
during  the  whole  of  hi^  existence. 

3.  We  shall  otice  wliat  Mr.  P.  says  con" 
ceimng  the  atonLinftent.  Ke  concedes  that 
Christ  has  made  an  atonement  for  all  men.'' 
In  coriirmatlon  of  this,  he  cuotes  several  pr.ssa- 
ges  such  Christ  gave  himself  a  ransom  for 
all—is  the  propitiation  for  ovv  iiis,  and  not-for 
ours  only,  but  ^also  for  the  sins  of  the  v/ho!e 
world''  kc.  then  asliJs  "  does  this  univer- 
sal atonement  securii^  the  :jaivation  of  all  man- 
kind r"  Let  it  be  distoct!y  und^rstocd  that  U- 
niversalists  do  not  contend  taat  CLrist  saves  men 
from  the  curse  of  the  lavv  in  any  other  way  than 
by  deliveiing  them  fiom  their  gins— we  do  not 
pretend  "  that  men  will  be  saved  by  enduring'' 
any  curse,  but  by  tiie  ^race  of  Ged,  therefore 
in  the  argument  which  t  c.aw  from  the  atone • 
mei^t  of  Christ,  we  do  not  give  up  the  ground 
that  a  salutary  discipline  is  the  whele  curse  of 
the  law — that  sinners  may  suffer  all  that  the  law 
requires  in  a  limited  time— that  God  would  not 
be  good  (i.  e.  uuiversally  good)  if  any  be  lost," 
as  Mr.  P.  affirms.  We  give  up  no  argument 
essential  to  the  system  we  maintain,  by  advoca- 
ting the  universality  and  eflBciency  of  the  atone- 
ment  of  Christ,  and  it  was  a  manifest  misrepre- 
sentation, on  the  part  of  Mr.  P.  to  say  we  do 
thus  give  up  those  arguments.  We  do  not  say  Mr. 
P.  was  aware  of  this^but  we  say,  such  is  the  fact. 
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Mr.  P.  says,  the  atonement  was  not  made 
to  pardon  and  save  men  irrespective  of  their 
character,  but  rather  to  render  it  consistent  to 
forgive  sinners  when  they  become  believers." 
He  probably  understands  the  atonement  accor- 
ding to  the  sense,  in  which  it  is  usually  explain- 
ed viz.  the  satisfying  divine  justice  by  Jesus 
Christ  giving  himself  a  ransom  for  us,  undergoing 
the  penalty  due  to  our  sins,  and  thoroughly  re- 
leasing us  from  that  punishment  which  God 
might  justly  inflict  upon  us."  But  we  do  not 
so  understand  the  atonemente  Rom.  5.  11,  is 
the  only  place  in  which  the  word  atonemert  is 
found  in  the  N.  T.  and  that  text  is  proof  positive 
against  the  modern  doctrine  of  atonement.  It  is 
generally  taught  that  God  receives  the  atone- 
ment, bis  justice  is  satisf.(td  kc^ — but  the  Apos- 
tle, speakiDgin  the  name  of  believers,  says, 
^^vje  (not  God)  have  now  received  the  atone- 
ment." It  is  something  received  by  men.  What 
can  it  be  ?  The  Greek  word  kai  allagen  render- 
ed atonement  in  Rom.  5,  11,  occurf?  frequently 
in  the  N,  T.  and  is  rendered  reconciliation.  Dr. 
Adam  Clarke  says  "  It  is  certainly  improper  to 
translate  kat  alhgen  bere^by  atonement  ,instead  of 
reconciliation;  txF  kattallaso  signifies  to  reconcile  k 
is  so  rendered  by  our  translators  in  all  places 
where  it  occurs."  Atonement  is  reconciliation 
to  God,  No  wonder  then  it  produced  joy  in 
those  who  had  received  it.  God  is  unchangea- 
ble ;  consequently  he  was  as  much  satisfied^ 
from  the  countless  ages  of  eternity,as  he  was  after 
the  death  of  Christ,    Hence  "  God  was  in  Christ 
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reconciling  the  world  unto  liimseli"''  2^  Cor,  5, 
19.  and  never  till  the  world  of  mankind  shall 
have  received  the  atonement,  or  reconciliation, 
will  the  object  of  the  mission  of  the  Lord  Jesus 
Christ  be  accomplished.  It  is  plain  therefore 
that  the  atonement  being  made  for  all,  will  be 
manifested  to  all  in  due  time. 

We  leave  Mr.  P.  to  reconcile  his  statement 
that  Christ  died  for  the  hardened  reprobate  as 
well  as  for  the  humble  penitent  with  his  own  con- 
fession of  faith"as  well  as  he  can.  That  confession 
says  "  Neither  are  any  other  redeemed  by  Christ, 
efiectualiy  called,  justified^  adopted,  sanctified 
and  saved,  but  the  elect  only.  Mr.  P.  lays 
much  stress  upon  faith.  Faith  may  justly  be 
considered  an  exalted  christian  virtue  productive 
of  the  purest  joy.  But  why  did  he  keep  the 
Presbyterian  view  of  faith  oat  of  sight  The 
grace  of  faithj  whereby  the  elect  are  enabled  to 
believe  to  the  saving  of  their  sculs,is  the  v/ork  of 
the  spirit  of  Christ  in  their  hearts"  &c.  See 
"  Confession  of  Faith."  Now  if  the  spirit  of 
Christ  works  faith  in  the  hearts  of  some  sinners, 
and  not  others,  are  all  sinners  treated  alike  ? 
Faith  may  be  defined  to  be  the  exercise  of  the 
mind  and  feelings — but  it  can  never  create  nor 
destroy  any  truth.  If  a  part  of  the  human  race 
will  be  endlessly  miserable,  and  if  those  who 
are  doomed  to  be  finally  lost  should  have  a  cor- 
rect faith,  on  the  subject,  they  would  btdieve  in 
endless  misery  for  themselves !  If  they  she  aid 
believe  in  Christ,  it  must  be  by  the  power  of 
delusion !     God  has,  or  has  not  giyen  eternal 
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life  to  all  men  in  Christ  If  he  has,  ail  must  be 
brought  to  the  knowledge  and  eiijoymeat  of  eter- 
nal life.  If  he  has  not,  there  is  no  truth  on  tbe 
subject^  for  every  individual  to  believe  which 
caa  possibly  be  of  any  benefits  Mankind  are 
often  urged  to  believe^  without  being  told  wha"  to 
believe.  Should  aijiy  one  believe  the  sun  remo- 
ved from  the  solar  system  ;  his  faith  wo'^^d  BOt 
alter  truth.  What  if  some  did  not  believe? 
Shall  their  yi^belief  make  the  faith  of  God  with- 
out  effect?  God  forbid,"  Rom,  3,  3,  It  is  just 
as  certain  that  God  ^^is  the  saviour  of  all  men'^ 
(Ij  Tim,  4,  10)  as  it  would  be  if  dl  men  were, 
now  saved— or  now  believed.  The  wrath  of 
God  abideth^'  on  unbelievers ;  bnt  if  it  abide  on 
them  aternllvj  there  would  be  no  hope;  for  all 
have  been  inioelie .  ers. 

BIr.  P.  quotes  GaL  5,  2,  if  ye  be  cireiim- 
Cised^  Christ  shall  profit  you  nothing."  Bnt  tbe 
apostie  was  evidently  contrasting  the  gospel 
with  the  law  of  Moses,  Why  should  Christ 
profit  Kothing  ?  Answer.  For  I  testify  agsin 
to  every  man  thai;  is  circumcised  that  he  is  a 
debtor  to  do  the  whole  law,"  verse  3.  While  any 
one  trusted  b)  the  law  of  Moses  Christ  war)  of  no 
avail ;  but  it  was  not  even  intimated  that  any 
should  eternally  trust  in  the  Mosaic  law.  Mr. 
P.  also  quotes  from  Paul's  Epistle  to  the  Cor. 
lest  through  their  example  the  weak  brother 
perisa  for  wbom  Christ  died."  What  are  we  to 
think  of  a  maa  who  will  quote  such  texts  to  prove 
endieas  misery  ?  ^-The  nghfpov^  perisheth  and 
BO  man  layeth  it  to  heart"  3ob.^  57 ^  L  Does 
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this  mean  tiuu  .'ne  righteous  w.ll  be  et'ernaliy 
miserable  ?  O  snperstition  !  How  biiud  are  thy 
votaries  * 

Mr.  P.  quotes  1,  Cor,  16,  22.  "if  acy  cjan 
love  not  the  Lord  Jesus  Christ,  let  him  be  anath- 
ma  maranatba."  This  lie  explains  to  be  ac- 
cursed when  the  Lord  shall  come,"  and  there 
leaves  it.  By  the  phrase  '-accursed  when  the 
Lord  shall  come."  Mr.  P.  undoubtedly  means, 
final  damnation  at  some  coming  of  Christ,  which 
is  future.  Our  principal  objection  to  this  con- 
struction is,  that  it  makes  Paul  contradict  him- 
self. Speaking  of  an  excommunicated  person, 
he  says  "  to  deliver  sucb  a  one  unto  satan  for 
the  destruction  of  the  flesh,  that  the  spirit  may  be 
saved  in^the  day  of  the  Lord  Jesus"  1,  Cor,  6,  5. 
Anathema  is  a  Syriac  word  that  signifies  accursed 
or  separated.  That  this  v/ord  does  not  signify 
endless  misery  is  plain  from  the  circumstance 
that  Paul  applied  it  to  himself  Rom,  9,  3,  and 
no  man  ever  yet  wished  himself  endles;^ly  mis- 
erable. They  who  loved  not  Christ  were  aiia- 
thama  separated  from  beb'evers,  because  they 
were  deprived  of  the  privileges  of  christian  fel- 
lowship* Maranatha  is  a  syriac  v;ord  which  sig- 
nifies the  Lord  is  coming.  According  to  Chry- 
sostom  it  means  the  Lord  is  come  already, 
Waktfield  renders  this  passage  thus  "  If  any 
love  not  the  Lord  Jesu'^  Ch  ist,  let  him  be  sepa- 
rated from  you.  Our  Lord  is  coming.-'  What 
coming  was  intended?  Doubtless  that  mentioned 
Jam'4.s  5,  8.  "  The  coming  of  the  Lord  tc  des- 
troy Jerusalem,  and  to  break  the  power  of  the 
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iinbeiieving  part  of  the  Jewish  natioo,  diawetk 
nigh.''  See  a  note  in  the  Testament  printed  at 
Andoverin  1S14.  See  also  the  Epistles  of  Pe- 
ter and  John  concerning  the  coming  of  the  Lord. 

4.  We  come  now  to  notice  what  Mr.  P.  says 
relative  to  the  direct  testimony  adduced  by  Uni- 
versalists,  from  the  Scriptures.  He  says,  If 
these  expressions "  (eternal,  everlasting,  forev- 
er &c.)  "do  not  prove  the  endless  punishment 
of  the  wicked,  then  we  cannot  prove  from  the  bi- 
ble that  the  happiness  of  the  righteous  or  the  ex- 
istence  of  God  are"  (is)  "  endless"  There  are 
DO  other  words  of  higher  import  applied  to  them.'' 
We  can  easily  give  this  statement  a  three-fold 
refatation.  1.  The  statement  is  not  true — the  ori- 
ginal words  rendered  iucorruptible,immortal,end- 
less  &c.  are  of  higher  import  than  the  word  render- 
ed everiasting  &c.  After  the  power  o{  zoes 
akatahtou,  an  endless  life"  Heb,  7,  16,  2.  If 
the  words  eternal,  everlasting  &c.  prove  the  eter- 
nity of  punishment— they  equally  prove  the  eter- 
nity of  the  Mosaic  Dispensation  and  Christianity 
is  an  imposition  upon  the  world  !  3.  The  nature 
of  the  subject  must  always  determine  the  sense 
of  equivocal  words.  The  divine  being  is  neces- 
sarily endless  in  his  nature.  The  eternity  gf  his 
existence  does  not  depend  on  the  meaning  of 
any  loordy  vAich  mortals  may  apply  to  him. 
Therefore  the  words  in  question,  when  applied  to 
God,  should  be  understood  in  the  most  unlimited 
sense.  But  when  applied  to  punishment,  they 
should  be  understood  in  a  restricted  sense— be- 
eause  punishment  is  certainly  limitedinits  nature; 
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uiherwise  etfery  subject  of  punishment  would  be  end- 
lessly excluded  from  mercy.  Whether  "  Uni ver- 
balist preachers"  know  mixh  or  little  concerning 
Greek,  if  they  are  careful  to  keep  within  the  limits 
of  truth,  they  will  be  much  more  fortunate  than  Mr.P. 
whose  misrepresentation  offact,we  have  just  detected. 

When  Mr.P.  shaii  have  shov/n  that  the  words  ren- 
dered hell  in  scripture  mean  any  thing  more  than 
they  primarily  meant  viz.  the  grave  or  the  valley 
of  Hinnom  &c.  it  will  be  necessary  to  reply  to  him. 
In  what  he  has  said  on  this  point,  there  is  nothing 
which  requires  any  reply. 

Our  author  first  quotes  Rom,  5,  18,  Therefore 
as  by  the  oiience  of  one''  &c.  He  says  this  ^ 'whole 
chapter  is  taken  up  with  a  discussion  of  the  method 
by  which  believers  are  justified."  What  is  that 
method  ?  See  from  verse  6  to  11  inclusive.  ''For 
if  when  we  were  enemies,  we  were  reconciled  to 
God  by  the  death  of  his  son ;  much  more  being  rec- 
onciled,  we  shall  be  saved  by  his  life."  Men  were 
sinners  and  enemiesy  consequently  they  were  unbe- 
lievers when  God  commended  his  everlasting,  all- 
purifying  love  to  them,  through  Christ.  He  did  not 
love  them^  on  account  of  their  faith.  On  the  contra- 
ry, they  obtained  faith  by  being  made  acquainted 
with  God's  character  and  purposes.  If  this  is  the 
method  in  which  unbelievers  become  believers — it  is 
clear  as  light,  that  unless  all  believers '  shall  be 
brought  to  the  knowledge  of  the  truth,  God  is  par- 
tial Mr.  P.  says  "  The  whole  design  of  the  A- 
postle  is  to  show  that  Christ  as  effectually  secures 
the  salvation  of  all  who  are  united  to  him  as  the 
fall  of  Adam  did,  the  fall  and  condemnation  of 
that  were  united  to  him^"     Granted,  How 
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iTiariy  then  were  united  to  Christ  ?  He  is 
the  image  of  the  invisible  •'God,  the  first  born 
of  every  creature  Col,  1,  15.  Whom  he  (God)  hath 
appointed  heir  of  all  things''  Heb,  1,  2.  "  All  things 
are  delivered  unto  me  of  my  father"  Math,  11,  27. 
Christ  is  the  head  of  every  man."  Any  mian  of 
discernment  mnst  be  strangely  wedded  to  the  tradi- 
tions of  m.en,  not  to  be  able  to  see  that  Paul,  in  the 
5th  chapter  of  Romans  clearly  states  that  the  curse 
introduced  into  the  world  "by  one  man"  is  no  more 
extensive  than  the  blessing  introduced  by  Christ. 
The  same  all  men  who  are  the  subjects  of  condeiir 
nation^  are  the  subjects  of  justification  unto  Ufe,  in 
the  unalterable  purpose  of  God.  The  same  ma- 
ny "  who  v\rere  made  sinners"  shall  "  be  made 
righteous."  Will  Mr.  P.  deny  the  universal  sin- 
fulness  of  mankind.^  He  might  with  as  much  propri- 
ety as  to  deny  the  universality  of  divine  grace. 

He  next  quotes  Col,  1,  19,  20.  "  For  it  pleased 
the  Father"  &c.  He  thinks  the  plirase  all  things 
here  "  must  admit  of  such  a  limitation,  as  is  manifest 
when  it  is  said  that  al^  Judea  and  all  the  region  round 
about  Jordan  were  baptized  of  John  ;  and  all  men 
counted  John  a  prophet;  and  all  men  came  to  Christ." 
B^it  why  must  this  phrase  admit  of  a  limitation  in 
the  one  ease  as  well  as  the  other  ?  Plainly  be- 
cause Mr.  P.  says  so — and  he  says  so,  because 
a  miserable  system  of  faith,  v^^hich  he  *  is  labor- 
ing to  defend,  requires  it !  If  the  word  all  in 
scripture  never  means  the  whole,  why  was  it  u- 
sed  ?  None  will  say  it  is  never  used  literally  ;  for 
then  they  could  not  prove  that  all  believers  will  be 
saved.  If  it  is  used  literally  and  figuratively,  we 
must  have  some  rule  by  which   to  determine  it*^ 
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rule  that  it  should  always  be  understood  according  to 
its  most  natural  import,  unless  there  is  something  in 
the  connexion  which  necessarily  requires  that  it  should 
be  restricted.  It  is  used  in  a  restricted  sense  his- 
torically,  but  not  OMCtrinaUy,  If  I  mistake  not,  no 
passage  can  be  found  in  the  bible,  in  which  the  word 
all  is  used  in  relation  to  any  doctrine,  where  there 
is  the  least  indication  in  any  part  of  the  connexioHj 
that  it  should  be  understood  in  a  restricted  sense. 
Mr.  P's.  construction  of  the  w^ord  all  it  universally 
applied  would  encourage  sin,  cursed  is  every  one 
that  continueth  not  in  all  things  which  are  written 
in  the  book  of  the  law  to  do  them^'  Gal,3,10.  Noth« 
ing  but  the  creeds  of  men  can  induce  any  to  restrict 
the  W'Ords  everyy  all^  the  wholes  and  similar 
terms  expressive  of  universality  when  used  in  the 
bible,  without  any  indication,  either  from  the  nature 
of  the  subject,  or  its  connexion,  that  they  ought  to 
%e  understood  metonymJcally.  All  things  will  be 
perfectly  reconciled  to  God  when  the  follow' ing  scrip- 
tures shall  be  fulfilled.  "  Wherefore  God  also  hath 
highly  exalted  him,  and  given  him  a  name  which  is 
above  -every  name  ;  that  at  the  name  of  Jesus  every 
knee  should  bow  of  things  in  heaven,  and  things 
in  earth,  and  things  under  the  earth;  and  that  e very- 
tongue  should  confess  that  Jesus  Christ  is  Lord  to  the 
glory  of  God  the  father.'^-  Phil,  2,  9,  11. 

Mr.  P.  next  quotes  Ephes,  1,  10,      That  in 
ihe  dispensation  of  the  fulness  of  time"  &c.  He  says 
We  think  all  things  will  be  well  subordinated, 
when  the  judgment  shall  have  passed,  and  the  saints 
shall  set  down  with  Christ  upon  his  throne,  and  sin- 
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mfB  shall  be  shut  up  m  their  eternal  prison."  Where 
does  he  find  an  account  of  an  eternal  prison^^  for 
sinners  ?  Certainly  not  in  the  bible.  He  could  not 
say  this  was  applicable  only  to  the  saints.  Paul  ad- 
dressing "  the  saints"  speaks  of  v/hat  God  had 
done  for  them  thrbugh  Christ,  and  then  mentions 
the  glorious  truth  which  had  been  made  knov^n  to 
them— even  the  revelation  of  boundless  grace  ; 
"  Having  made  known  unto  us  the  mystery  of  his 
will,  according  to  his  good  pleasure,  which  he  hath 
purposed  in  himself  that  in  the  dispensation  of  the  ful- 
ness of  times  he  might  gather  together  in  one  ail  things 
in  Christ,  both  which  are  in  heaven,  and  which  are  on 
earth  ;  even  in  him."  In  v/hat  words  could  Mr. 
P.  express  Universahsm  to  make  it  any  plainer 
than  this  language  of  the  Apostle  ?  He  has  neither 
weakened  nor  obscured  this  passage.  Its  literal  mean- 
ing is  obviously  the  true  one,  because  there  is  noth- 
ijig  in  the  context  which  requires  any  limiiaticn. 

Mr.  P.  next  quotes  1,  Tim,  2, 4.  who  will  have 
all  men  to  be  saved  and  come  unto  the  knowledge  of 
the  truth."  It  v^as  so  obvious  here  that  the  Apos- 
tle meant  to  use  the  word  all  in  an  unlimited  sense, 
that  he  thought  it  unwise  to  restrict  it.  If.  God  did 
not  will  the  salvation  of  all — Christ  did  not  give 

hmiself  a  ransom  for  a//"  See  verse  Gth.  In  such 
difficult  circumstances,  what  did  Mr.  P.  say  ?  "God 
is  often  said  to  loill  things  which  never  come  to 
pass,"  But  does  he  believe  God  reall^'  wills  things 
which  never  come  to  pass  ^  We  are  perfectly  safe 
in  saying  he  does  not  so  believe ^  consequently  what 
he  has  said  on  this  point,  is  a  mere  subterfuge  to  a- 
void  a  difficulty.    We  suppose  Mr.  P.  believes  the 
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following  testimony,     My  counsel  shall  stand  and 
I  will  do  all  my  pleasure,''  Isa,  46,  10.    He  thinks 
it  does  not  appear  from  this  text  in  Tim.  that  God 
wills  the  salvation  of  all  men  in  any  other  sense  than 
Christ  willed  to  gather  the  children  of  Jerusalem, 
under  his  kind  protecting  care,  but  they  would  notP'^ 
But  the  passages  are  not  parallel,  ^ 'How  often  would 
I  have  gathered"  "and  ye  would  not,"  is  not  ex- 
pressive of  any  positive  wilL    It  merely  expresses 
a  willingness  on  one  part,  had  it  not  been  for  the  op- 
position on  the  other  part.    But  considering  that  op- 
position, it  was  the  positive  will  of  Christ  that  blind- 
ness in  part  should  happen  to  Israel,  until  the  ful- 
ness of  the  Gentiles  he  come  in,  and    so  all  Israel 
shall  be  saved,"  Rom,  11*    "  For  as  the  rain  com- 
eth  down  and  the  snow  from  heaven,  and  returneth 
not  thither,  but  watereth  the  earth,  and  maketh  it 
bring  forth  and  bud,  that  it  may  give  seed  to  the 
sower  and  bread  to  the  eater  ;  so  shall  my  word  be 
that  goeth  forth  out  of  my  mouth  :  it  shall  not  re- 
turn unto  me  void,  but  it  shall  accomplish  that  which 
I  please,  and  it  shall  prosper  in  the  thing  whereto  I 
sent  it."  Isa,  55,  10,  11.     Will  Mr.  P.  affirm 
that  the  word  of  God  will  return  unto  him  void  and 
unsuccessful,  notwithstanding  thi:-  testimony  }    If  so, 
he    would  directly    contradict  the  divine  word. 
Whoever  declares  it  is  not  the  positive  will  of 
God  to  save  all  men,  contradicts  the  Apostle  Paul ; 
and  v/hoever  does  not  believe  in  the  accomplish- 
msnt  of  the  will  of  God,  virtually  calls  in  question 
the  power  of  the  Almighty  to  accomplish  his  own 
pleasure. 


Lastly  Mr.  P.  quotes  1^  Cor,  15,  20.  ''for 
as  in  Adam  all  die,  even  so  in  Christ  shall  all  be 
made  alive."  All  he  s^ys  on  this  passage  is  the 
folio v/ing.  "  This  whole  chapter  is  taken  up  with 
an  argument  for  the  resurrection  of  Christ's  disciples, 
drawn  from  the  resurrection  of  the  Saviour  himself. 
Neither  the  salvation  of  saints  or  sinners  is  hinted  at 
in  the  text^ — the  text  plainly  speaks  of  the  resurrec- 
tion of  the  body  and  nothing  else."  If  assertions 
prove  any  thing,  this  passage  was  very  speedily  dis- 
posed of!  According  to  this,  there  is  no  evidence 
in  the  15th  of  first  Cor.  that  any  will  rise  from  the 
dead,  except  Christ's  disciples— nothing  is  said  of 
salvation,  nor  of  any  thing  ebe,  except  the  resur- 
rection of  the  body !  According  to  this,  even,  the 
disciples  may  be  endowed  with  bodies^  without  be- 
coming the  subjects  of  salvation  ?  The  fact  is  the 
15th  chapter  of  first  Cor.  contains  direct  evidence  of 
the  resurrection,  incorraption,  glory,  power  and  spir« 
itual  life  of  the  whole  human  race,  and  Mr.  P. 
thought  it  advisable  to  pass  it  over  as  lightly  as  pos- 
sible. As  in  Adam  all  die,  even  so  in  Christ  shall 
all  be  made  alive."  There  are  various  opinons  con- 
cerning the  nature  of  the  death,  or  deaths,  which 
mankind  died  in  Adam.  But  if  this  text  is  true  all 
will  be  made  alive  in  Christ  eve7i  so^  or  in  like  man- 
ner, as  they  died  in  Adam.  If  they  died  spiritually 
or  naturally  in  Adam  or  the  earthly  nature,  they  will 
be  made  spiritually ^  or  naturally  alive.  They  cer- 
tainly did  not  die  eternally  in  Adam,  because  there 
is  no  evidence  of  this  in  the  bible— and  if  they  had 
died  eternally,  there  would  have  been  no  possibility 
of  their  being  made  alive  in  Christ.    Will  Mr.  P. 


j)retenci  that  none  but  the  disciples  of  Christ  died  in 
Adam  ?  Hov/  strangely  prejudice  will  blind  intelli- 
gent men  !  When  all  things  shall  be  snhdved  unto 
him  (Christ)  then  shall  the  son  also  himself  be  subject 
Tinto  him  that  put  all  things  unde/  him,  that  God  may 
he  all  in  all'^^  Mr.  P.  has  noticed  but  a  very 
small  portion  of  the  direct  testimony  used  by  Uni- 
versalists.  We  have  examined  his  remarks  upon 
every  passage  which  he  has  noticed.  Whether  he 
has  weaicened  or  obscured  those  passages  or  notj 
you  will  judge. 

He  says  "  all  the  main  arguments  (of  Universal- 
ists)  clash  with  one  another."  This  is  something 
new.  We  have  long  been  satisfied  that  many  reli- 
gionists hold  to  contradictions,  but  we  verily  thought 
Universalists  free  from  this  charge,  at  least  in  rela- 
tion to  their  principal  arguments ;  and  w^e  think  so 
still ;  for  every  one  of  Mr.  P's  supposed  contradic- 
tions, is  a  man  of  straw  which  he  has  created.  U- 
iiiversalists  believe  no  man  deserves  eternal  punish- 
ment, and  that  none  can  or  will  be  delivered  from 
what  they  do  deserve.  It  has  never  yet  been  shown 
that  justice  requires  something  m.ore  than  mere  dis- 
ciphne.  If  it  may  possibly  be  true  that  the  sin- 
ner deserves  eternal  punishment  let  it  be  proved 
true,  and  we  will  listen  to  it.  No  Universalist  ev- 
er pretended  that  the  sinner  deserves  salvation,  con- 
sequently there  is  ample  opportunity  for  the  exercise 
of  divine  mercy.  We  believe  goodness  is  consis- 
tent with  inflicting  the  very  penalty  of  the  law" 
but  the  bible  does  not  say,  that  penalty  is  endless 
misery.  We  do  not  deny  that  any  need  forgiveness 
—on  the  contrary  we  contend  that  all  sinners  need 


tiiicl  Will  receive  forgiveness ;  but  we  do  not  beiieve 
fprgiveness  does  violence  to  tlie  demands  ol  justice. 
Where  now  are  Mr.  P^s  supposed  absurdities  or 
contradictions  of  Universalists  ?  The  creations  of 
his  own  fancy— they  do  not  exist.  But  lest  he 
should  amuse  himself  v/ith  imaginary  contradictions 
only,  we  will  present  him  with  something  real. 
The  catechism  which  he  professes  to  believe  teaches 
the  following,  all  mankind  by  the  fall  lost  com- 
munion with  God,  are  under  his  wrath  and  curse, 
and  so  made  liable  to  all  the  miseries  of  this  life,  to 
death  itself  and  to  the  pains  of  hell  forever.''  Here 
all  mankind  are  declared  under  the  endless  wrath  and 
curse  of  the  Almighty.  The  very  next  question  ia 
that  same  catechism  is,  Did  God  leave  all  mankind 
to  perish  in  the  estate  of  sin  and  misery  P'^  Answer 
"  God  having  out  of  his  mere  good  pleasure  from  all 
eternity,  elected  some  to  everlasting  life,  did  enter 
into  a  covenant  of  grace,  to  deliver  them  out  of  the  es- 
tate of  sin  and  misery,  5f  to  bring  them  into  an  estate 
of  salvation  by  a  redeemer."  Here  it  is  declared 
that  God  from  all  eternity,  elected  to  everlasting  life^ 
SOME  of  the  same  race  of  beings,  who  had  ALL 
been  just  declared  under  his  never-ending  curse  ! ! ! 
O  let  the  mantle  of  divine  charity  enshield  the  er- 
rors of  mortals— and  let  all  flesh  trust  in  the  Lord 
Jehovah,  in  v/hom  is  everlasting  strength. 


SERMOM  MI, 


*For  the  day  of  ve7igeance  is  in  mine  hearty  and 
the  year  of  my  redeemed  is  cow,ey  Isa.  63,  4, 
In  his  discourse  from  this  text,  Mr.  Parker  en- 
deavors to  draw  an  argument  from  the  Providences 
of  God y  confirmatory  of  the  doctrine  of  eternal  mise- 
ry. He  says,  ^'we  do  not  rely  upon  an  argument 
drawn  from  Divine  Providence  to  prom  the  doctrine 
of  eternal  punishment — we  produce  it  only  to  con- 
firm a  doctrine  which  v^-e  have  shown  in  our  first 
lecture  is  taught  v/ith  great  explicitness  in  the  scrip- 
tures." To  this  I  reply :  if  I  am  net  greatfy  deceiv- 
ed, I  have  incontestabiy  shown  in  mj  ansv^er  to  his 
first  lecture — that  he  entirely  failed  to  exhibit  any  ev- 
idence of  eternal  punishment  from  the  scriptures. — 
Whether  I  have  ?efcUed  his  first  lecture  or  not,  I 
leave  to  be  decided  by  the  candid  of  ill  parties,  who 
may  examine  and  compare  v/natwe  have  both  writ- 
ten. But  being  willing  to  give  Mr.  P's  confirmato- 
ry evidence  all  the  v/eight  to  which  it  is  entitled,  I 
shall  briefly  notice  his  principal  arguments. 

In  his  introductory  remarks,  he  says,  Christ  "as- 
sures the  most  unexceptionable  moralist ,  who  is  yet 
destitute  of  true  piety,  that  he  cannot  escape  the  dam- 
nation of  hell."  But  why  did  he  not  refer  us  to  the 
passage  which  contains  such  language }  Perhaps  he 
thinks  the  New  Testament  contains  that  sentiment, 
but  we  assure  him  he  cannot  find  it<  How  long  will 
it,  require  for  a  controversialist  to  understand  the  dif-- 


ference  between  assertion  and  evidence  or  dsgVLintnU 
If  a  public  speaker  be  aliowed  to  assm0  all  his 
premises,  what  may  he  not  establish  ?  A  Mahome» 
dan  J  Pagan  or  Je  w  might  be  as  successful  as  a  Calvin- 
ist  m  establishing  his  doctrine  by  assertion.  If  'Hhe 
most  unexceptionable  moralist  cannot  escape  the  dam- 
nation of  hell,''  in  the  sense  Mr.  P.  would  have  us 
understand  that  phrase,  what  encouragement  is  there 
to  be  moral  ?  Or  rather  what  is  the  objection  against 
being  immoral?  If  Universalism  leads  to  practical 
wickedness,  as  Mr.  P.  contends  in  his  fourth  lec- 
ture, what  injury  can  it  do  to  the  world  if  "  the  most 
unexceptionable  moralist"  will  be  as  likely  to  suffer 
eternal  misery  as  though  he  were  ever  so  abandon- 
ed ?  Will  those  clergymen  who  frequently  seem  to 
undervalue  morality ^  directly  avow  an  intention  to 
make  men  iimioral  ?  Do  they  wish  to  have  it  un- 
derstood that  they  practice  what  they  preach  ?  If 
not,  why  do  they  use  expressions  v/hich  indicate 
that  morality  possesses  no  advantage  over  immorali- 
ty }  It  has  been  v^^ellsaid  that  "  Morality  compre- 
hends only  a  part  of  religion  ;  but  religion  compre- 
hends the  whole  of  morality.',  Moral  obligation  is 
eternal,  and  is  of  the  utmost  importance  to  man,  as 
a  rational  and  social  being.  Morality  relates  to  the 
relations  which  subsist  between  m.an  and  man.  It  is 
both  theoretical  and  practical.  The  theory  of  mor- 
als relates  to  the  explanation  of  the  relations  which 
subsist  between  rational  creatures.  The  practice  of 
morals  relates  to  the  faithful  discharge  of  those  obli- 
gations and  performance  of  those  duties  which  result 
from  the  circumstances  in  which  we  have  been  pla- 
ced by  our  Creator Unexceptionable  morality  h 
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ihe  practical  part  of  religion :  and  the  ^jractical  part 
of  religion  is  of  much  more  importance  than  any  other 
part.    Jesus  says     By  their  ye  shall  know 

them."  As  the  practical  part  of  religion  is  deduci- 
ble  from  its  theory — the  theory  is  of  great  importance: 
but  it  is  of  no  consequence  any  further  than  the  prac- 
tire,  or  conduct  of  the  believer  is  influenced  by  it. 
If  Preachers  of  all  denominations  v^ould  take  more 
pains  to  induce  the  world  to  become  unexceptionably 
moral — if  they  would  take  less  pains  to  make  man- 
kind violent  partisans — how  greatly  would  the  cause 
of  righteousness  be  benefitted  !  "  The  most  unex- 
ceptionable moralist  ivho  is  yet  destitue  of  true  pie^ 
tyy  We  think  the  above  expression  implies  an 
absurdity.  The  most  unexceptionable  morahty  can- 
not exist  without  true  piety :  for  unexceptionable 
morality  is  correct  in  theory — correct  in  motive — ■ 
correct  in  practice.  Any  thing  short  of  this  is  not 
unexceptiGuaoh  mo'ranii:  and  a  correct  theory — ^ 
motive  and  practice  constitute  true  piety.  Fear 
God  and  keep  his  commandments  ;  for  this  is  the 
whole  duty  of  man  Eccl,  12,  13. 
It  is  highly  necessary  for  us  to  determine  why  God 
takes  "veng^nce  on  any  of  his  creatures.  The  idea 
assumed  by  Mr.  P.  that  God  takes  unmerciful  ven- 
geance on  any  dependent  sinful  being,  is  derogatory 
to  the  character  of  God,  and  directly  opposed  to  his 
holy  word.  While  he  would  have  us  take  it  for  gran- 
ted that  the  vengeance  of  God  against  his  enemies 
is  nnmingled  with  mercy  and  not  designed  to  do  themt 
any  good  ;  he  has  not  attempted  to  famish  any  ev- 
idence to  support  a  notion  so  abominable.  But  why 
are  not  all  sinners  punished  for  the  same  purpose  ? 
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The  people  of  God,  tlie  righteous,  are  sinners,  as 
well  as  those,  who  are  sometimes  styled  the  ene- 
mies of  God.  If  one  class  are  mercifully  punished^ 
why  should  not  the  other  class  be  mercifully  punish- 
€d  ?  The  wisdcffi  from  above  is  without  partiality^ 
but  Calvinistic  wisdom  is  eternal  partiality  ! 
The  principle  on  which  God  deals  with  his  enemies 
is  clearly  and  beautifully  illustrated  by  our  Saviour^ 
who,  speaking  of  God  says  ^'he  maketh  his  sun  to 
shine  on  the  evil  and  on  the  good,  and  sendeth  rain, 
on  the  just  and  unjust."  But  how  does  the  sublime 
prophet  Isaiah  explain  this  subject  ?  Hear  him.  ''Be- 
hold, your  God  will  come  with  vengeance  ;  even 
God  with  a  recompense,  he  will  come  and  SAVE 
you'^ — not  send  you  to  an  eternal  |lielL  A  good 
earthly  parent  corrects  only  to  reclaim^  and  is  not 
God  as  good  as  earthly  parents.^  Any  pun- 
ishment which  prevents  the  reformation  of  the  diso- 
bedient, or  perpetuates  criminality,  must  be  opposed 
to  the  law  of  God.  Endless  punishment  therefore^ 
is  entirely  inadmissible.  Thou  wast  a  God  that 
forgavest  them,  though  thou  tookest  vengeance  of 
their  inventions"  Ps  99,  8.  All  the  vengeance 
God  takes  of  sinners  is  compatible  with  forgiveness 
• — -all  the  punishments  he  inflicts  are  remedial— and 
worthy  of  a  Being  possessed  of  unbounded  perfec- 
tion  and  unchangeable  love. 

Mr.  P.  labors  to  establish  the  following  proposi« 
tion  viz.  "  when  Christ  bestows  signal  blessings  upon 
his  church  he  does  at  the  same  time  execute  signal 
judgments  upon  his  enemies.^'  But  will  he  not  ad- 
mit that  if  the  subjects  of  blessings  and  punish- 
ments^ whom  lie  mmiion^p^ho^dichmgecircumtan-' 
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ces  tvith  each  other,  the  conduct  of  God  towards 
them,  would  vary  according  to  those  circumstances  ? 
If  not,  God  is  a  respecter  of  persons.  If  it  would 
thus  vary,  no  inferences  unfavorable  to  the  final  con- 
dition of  any,  can  be  justly  drawn  from  the  varying 
dispensations  of  divine  providence  towards  individu- 
als here — for  those  variations  are  exactly  suited  to 
the  condition  of  each — to  the  circumstances  of  all. 
Mr.  P.  says  God  is  now  acting  upon  a  principle 
which  exhibits  alike,  an  intention  to  show  mercy  to 
some  and  to  punish  others.  This  principle,  we  have 
reason  to  believe  will  exist  in  the  divine  govern- 
ment forever,  and  therefore  the  provider  :e  of  God, 
so  far  as  it  goes,  confirms  t-pe  doctrine  of  future  and 
eternal  punishment.  Ho  much  dependence  can  be 
placed  upon  that  reasoning  v/hich  is  founded  on  mal- 
ogy,  will  be  seen  in  our  sequel.  Mr.  P.  says  It 
is  essential  to  the  very  nature  of  a  moral  government, 
that  there  should  be  first  a  moral  constitution  of  crea- 
tures, rendering  them  fix  subjects  of  governmxent ; 
then  laws  adapted  to  this  constitution  ;  and  last  of  all^ 
a  righteous  distribution  of  rewards  and  punishments. 
In  all  this  we  are  happy  to  agree  with  him  exactly. 
Again  lie  says  and  though  we  possess  a  nature 
suited  to  obligation,  and  were  placed  under  laws, 
yet  obligation  would  not  be  felt,  nor  laws  become 
eflFicacious,  only  in  so  far  as  their  penal  sanctions 
were  apprehended  as  fixed  and  absolu  tely  certain  - 
The  v7hol3  force  of  the  divine  government  therefore 
depends  upon  the  visible  certainty  of  rewards  and 
pumshm.ent3.''  Here  again  we  agree  v/ithhim: 
but  we  think  he  did  not  mean  what  he  said — if  -  he 
did,  he  is  a  believer  in  universal  damnation  !  He  be« 
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lieves  the  penalty  of  the  divine  law  is  endless  mise- 
ry—he now  makes  the  whole  force  of  the  divine 
government  rest  on  the  certainty  of  rewards  and  pun- 
ishments— the  penal  sanctions  of  the  law^  are  '^'Jixed 
and  absolutehj  certain  Wo,  wo,  w^o,  then,  be  to 
Mr.  P.  and  the  whole  race  of  sinners  ! 

He  says,  Solomon  was  led  to  expect  a  future 
judgment  from  the  fact  that  wickedness  was  not  al- 
ways punished  in  this  life."  To  prove  this  he  quotes 
Eccl.  3,  16,  17  ;  "  I  saw  under  the  sun  the  place 
of  judgment,  that  wickedness  was  there :  and  the 
place  of  righteousness,  that,  iniquity  was  there ;  I 
said  in  mine  heart,  God  shall  judge  the  righteous  and 
the  wicked."  Did  Solomon  say,  v/ickedness  is  not 
always  punished  in  this  life  ?  No.  Did  he  say,  God 
shall  judge  the  righteous  and  the  wdcked,  not  in  this 
life,  but  beyond  the  grave  ?  No.  Then  Mr.  P.  has 
misrepresented  the  senthnents  of  Solomon.  He  al- 
so quotes  from  2d  Peter,  2d  chapter ;  ''The  Lord 
knoweth  how  to  deliver  the  godly  out  of  temptation, 
and  to  reserve  the  unjust  unto  the  day  of  judgment 
to  be  punished."  ¥/e  presume  he  would  have  us 
take  it  for  granted  that  the  day  of  judgment  spoken 
of,  is  beyond  death — =in  the  invisible  world.  But  as 
that  idea  is  not  contained  in  the  text,  we  need  not 
give  it  any  further  attention.  - 

We  shall  pass  lightly  over  many  of  the  particular 
events  of  Divine  Providence,  to  wliich  Mr.  P.  has 
referred ;  because  according  to  him,  those  events  a- 
mount  to  nothing  in  favor  of  his  sentmients,  unless 
they  exhibit  ''a  principle  which  will  pre  a  ail  co-exis- 
tent with  the  moral  government  of  God."  Wheth- 
er  this  be  the  case  or  not,  we  shall  see  hereafter- 
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To  show  that  the  gospel  is  a  system  as  partial  as 
he  supposes  the  Mosaick  dispensation  was,  Mr.  P. 
quotes  from  Isa.  61  ;  "  The  spirit  of  the  Lord  God 
is  upon  me,  because  the  Lord  hath  anointed  me  to 
preach  good  tidings  unto  the  m.eek  ;  he  hath  sent  me 
to  bind  up  the  broken  hearted,  to  proclaim  liberty  to 
the  captives,  and  the  opening  of  the  prison  to  them 
that  are  bound  ;  to  proclaim  the  acceptable  year  of 
the  Lord,  and  the  dciy  of  vengeance  of  our  God." 
Why  did  he  not  quote  the  remaining  part  of  the  sen- 
tence ?  The  words  "  vengeance  of  our  God"  seem 
to  have  been  so  grateful  to  his  feelings,  that  he  over-  • 
looked  the  remainder  of  the  sentence,  which  reads 
thus :  ^Ho  comfort  all  that  mourn,  to  appoint  unto 
them  that  mourn  in  Zion,  to  give  unto  them  beauty 
for  ashes,  the  oil  of  joy  for  mourning,  the  garment  of 
praise  for  the  spirit  of  heaviness  ;  thai  they  might  be 
called  trees  of  righteousness^  the  planting  of  the 
Lord,  that  he  might  be  glorified."  In  Luke  we  are 
informed  that  Jesus  "came  to  Nazareth  •  •  •  •  and  stood 
up  for  to  read.  And  there  was  delivered  unto  him 
the  book  of  the  prophet  Isaiah.  And«  •  •  'he  found 
the  place  where  it  w^as  written,  the  spirit  of  the  Lord 
is  upon  me,  because  he  has  anointed  me  to  preach 
the  gospel  to  the  poor :  he  hath  sent  me  to  heal  the 
broken  hearted,  to  preach  deliverance  to  the  captives, 
and  recovering  of  sight  to  the  blind,  to  set  at  liberty 
them,  that  are  bruised  ;  to  preach  the  acceptable  year 
of  the  Lord.  And  he  closed  the  book  and  gave  it 
again  to  the  minister  and  sat  down."  Is  it  to  be  pre- 
3um.ed  that  Jesus  omitted  any  essential  part  of  that 
text  Most  certainly  not.  Then  the  vengeance  of 
our  God"  mentioned  by  Isa.  is  nothing  incompatible 
F  2^ 
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Vvith  the  mamfestation  of  grace  to  the  objects  of  thai 
vengeance.  After  Jesus  had  read  that  interesting 
passage,  and  had  spoken  of  its  fulfilment  all  beire 
him  witness,  and  wondered  at  the  gracious  words 
which  proceeded  out  of  his  mouth.''  There  wa? 
nothing  ungracious  or  unmerciful  in  the  passage 
which  he  read.  Mr.  P.  has  made  another  very 
important  omission  in  quoting  from  the  third  chapter 
of  Malachi.  "  Behold  I  will  send  my  messenger^,  and 
he  shall  prepare  the  way  before  me  :  and  the  Lord 
whom  ye  seek,  shall  suddenly  come  to  his  temple, 
even  the  messenger  of  the  covenant  whom  ye  de- 
light in :  behold  he  shall  come,  saith  the  Lord  of 
Hosts.  But  who  may  abide  the  day  of  his  comb- 
ing ?  And  who  shall  stand  when  he  apoeareth  ? 
For  he  is  like  a  refiner's  fire,  and  like  faller's  soap.'' 
Here  Mr.  P.  stops.  He  had  quoted  all  which 
would  coincide  with  his  sentiments.  But  the  next 
verse  reads,  and  he  shall  sit  as  a  refiner  and  puri- 
fier of  silver:  and  he  shall  purify  the  sons  of  Levi, 
and  purge  them  as  gold  and  silYeT^that  they  "inay  of- 
fer unto  ihe  Lord  an  offering  in  rigkteotftness.'^^ 
The  similitudes  used  in  this  passage  are  clear  and 
beautiful.  A  refiner's  fire  is  designed  to  remove  all 
dross  and  prepare  the  precious  metal  for  use.  As 
Mr.  P.  will  not  admit  the  fire  of  hell  to  be  purify- 
ing, he  must  allow  this  to  be  the  fire  of  heaven. 
Fuller's  soap  is  used  not  to  destroy,  but  to  cleanse 
the  cloth.  So  Jesus  the  glorious  messenger  of  re- 
deeming grace,  shall  refine  human  nature  from 
the  di^oss  of  sin  by  the  fervency  of  the  spirit  of  im- 
mortal love— and  cleanse  all  mankind  from  all  ini- 
quity "  that  they  may  olfer  unto  the  Lord  an  offering 
in  righteousa^s^^ 


Mr.  p.  lias  quote  J  the  10th,  11th  and  12th,  ver- 
ses of  the  third  chapter  of  Matthew — -but  instead  of 
attempting  to  prove  that  those  passages  are  in  favor 
of  his  view  of  the  subject,  he  has  relied  upon  preju- 
dice alone  to  sanction  his  construction.     "  I  indeed 
baptize  you  v/ith  water,  but  he  that  cometh  after  me 
is  mightier  than  I,  he  shall  baptize  you  with  the  Holy 
Ghost  and  with  fire,''  that  is,  says  the  keen-eyed  Mr. 
P.  '"he  shall  b  iptize  kis  friends  with  the  Holy  Ghost 
and  his  enemies  tdtk  ^re'' — the  fire  of  hell,  we 
presume !    Oh !  horrible  !  Baptize  his  enemies  with 
the  fire  of  an  endless  hell!    If  Mr.  P.  had  not  been 
baptized  v/ith  superstition,   how  could  he  make 
such  a  comment  ?    His  comment  is  a  direct  violation 
of  the  text,  which  virtually  declares  that  the  same 
persons  who  shall  be  baptized  with  the  Holy  Ghost 
or  spirit,  shall  also  be  baptized  with  fire — the  fire  of 
heavenly  love,  which  ahvays  accompanies  regenera- 
tion.   It  is  not  true  that  a?2?/ person,  in  his  earthly 
nature,  brings  forth  good  fruit  excli:swely.     On  the 
contrary  "  all  have  sinned  and  come  short  of  the  glo- 
ry of  Ood" — therefore,  instead  of  considering  ev- 
ery tree  which  bringeth  not  forth  good  fruit' ^  to  sig- 
nify one  class  of  mankmd,  and  contending,  or  im- 
plying that  there  is  another  da'^s  who  bring  forth 
nothing  but  good  fruit,  (a  class  not  mentioned  in  the 
bible,)  it  is  far  mere  rational  and  consistent  to  consid- 
er'Sver^^f^ree,  to  represent  every  individual  of  the  hu- 
man family,  w^ho  requires  the  operation  of  the  puiy- 
fying  fire  of  heaven  to  remove  effectually  all  m.anner  of 
iniquity.     Is  Mr.  P.  no  m.ore  of  an  agriculturaHst 
than  to  suppose  that  chaff  all  grcHvs  on  stalks  by  it- 
self in  the"  field—and  the  wheat  on  other  stalks 
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by  itself  ?  Such  a  supposition  is  no  more  absurd 
than  to  say  wheat  means  one  class  of  men,  and  chaff 
means  another  class  of  men.  If  saints  are  represen- 
ted by  ¥/heat,  and  sinners  by  chaff — then  all  the 
wheat  there  is,  v/as  once  chaff  !  Moreover,  such 
a  supposition  implies  that  saints  are  sinless  ;  is  this 
according  to  matter  of  fact  ?  When  chaff  is  burnt 
up,  it  no  longer  exists— and  v/hatever  this  represen- 
tation may  mean,  it  cannot  inculcate  the  idea,  of 
endless  suffering.  The  truth  is,  every  kernel  of 
wheat  is  enveloped  in  chaff  and  every  individual  is 
afflicted  more  or  less  with  the  chaff  of  wickedness, 
which  nothing  but  the  unquenchable  fire  of  heavenly 
purity  and  love  can  totaUy  destroy.  **For  our  God 
is  a  consuming  fire,'^  Heb.  12,  29.  The  sinners 
in  Zion  are  afraid  ;  fearfulness  hath  surprised  the  hy- 
pocrites- Who  among  us  shall  dwell  with  the  de- 
vcuring  fire  ?  Who  among  us  shall  dwell  with  ev- 
erlasting burnings  ?  He  that  walketh  righteously ^ 
and  speaketh  uprightly j  he  that  despise th  the  gain  of 
oppressions,  that  shaketh  his  hand,  from  holding  of 
bribes,  that  stoppeth  his  ears  from  hearing  of  blood, 
and  shutteth  his  eyes  from  seeing  evil :  he  shall 
dwell  on  high  ;  his  place  of  defence  shall  be  the 
munitions  of  rocks  ;  bread  shall  be  given  him  ;  his 
waters  shall  be  sure."  Isa.  33,  14,  16. 

Mr.  P.  says,  The  Lord  is  appropriating  the  sil- 
ver and  gold,  and  the  moral  energies  of  his  people  to 
the  enlargement  of  Zion,''  &c.  When  Jesus  sent 
forth  his  disciples  to  preach,  he  said  unto  them,  '^Pro- 
vide neither  goldy  nor  silver  j  nor  brass  in  your  pur- 
sesj^^  8^c.  NoWj  our  Bible  Societies  must  beg  mon- 
ey to  enable  them  to  print  bibles  to  sell — yes  they 
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cau  atibrd  to  give  away  about  one  tv^rentietii  part  of 
the  whole  they  print,  and  sell  the  rerr^ainder!  Our 
foreign  missionaries  must  have  an  outfit  of  some  thou- 
sands of  dollars,  and  in  many  cases  a  wife  besides,  en- 
abling them  to  appear  in  great  splendor  before  the  as- 
tonished inhabitants  of  the  Indies !  Home  missionaries 
must  be  supported  to  itinerate  and  dispense  the  gospel 
of  eternal  misery  ^\\  places  where  the  people  would 
not  voluntarily  sustain  it — and  in  man}^  cases  where 
they  w^ould  chocse  to  dispense  Vv' itb  such  merchandize ! 
Ten  years  since,  a  Missionary  card,  circulated  in  the 
city  of  Nev7-York,  read  thus  Every  cent  is  a 
precious  drop  m  the  Missionary  ocean,  on  which 
Ministers  must  sail,  and  blessings  f 'T^^'  ^?  the  islands 
of  the  seas,  and  to  the  ends  of  the  earth  before  all 
shall  kncv/  the  Lord.  P.eader,  pay  a  penny,''  &c. 
The  ocean  then  ^^ou  which  Ministers  must  sail,"  is 
m.oney— money— money  !  How  is  all  this  cash  to  be 
obtained  ?  Whole  swarm.?  of  beggars,  like  frogs  in 
Egypt,  infest  all  parts  of  our  land—work  upon  the 
sympathies  of  a  frail  nature— perplex  with  their  im- 
portunities— -'eat  out  our  substance' — -and  collect  ^^'sil° 
ver  and  gold,''  and  every  thing  else" down  to  rags  I 
O  Presbyterians  !  When  ^'^'ye  compass  sea  ari'j  land 
to  miake  one  proselyte,  when  he  is  made,'^  will  ye 
not  "make  him  tw^o-fold  more  the  child  of  hell  than 
yourselves  ?"  W^ili  the  Hindoo,  who  worships  an  idol 
that  doomis  him,  or  his  fellow-creatures,  to  be  crush- 
ed to  death  beneath  a  poiaderous  car,  gain  any 
thing  by  conversion  to  that  system  of  faith,  wdiich 
crushes  millions  on  millions  of  the  human  race 
beneath' the  resistless  weight  of  endless  and  almighty 
v.^ath?  '-Why  beholdest  thou  the  mote  that     in  thy 
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brother^s  eye,  but  considerest  not  the  beam  that  is  m 
thine  own  eye 

The  denunciations  of  God  for  the  sin  of  our 
primitive  parents— the  punishment  of  Cain — the 
destruction  of  the"  antediluvian  v/orld,  and  the  cities 
of  the  plain— the  overthrow  of  the  Egyptians  at  the 
Red  Sea—the  extermination  of  the  people  of  Cana- 
an—the death  of  Annanias  and  Sapphira— the  demo- 
lition of  the  walls  and  temple  of  Jerusalem,  and 
the  slaughter  of  its  inhabitants— the  wars  in  Europe 
at  the  period  of  the  refoi  mation,and  in  all  parts  of 
the  world  to  this  time— are  merely  temporal  mise- 
ries. Mr.  P.  does  not  pretend  they  are  any  other 
than  toj}orfie/  calamities.  Referring  to  those  events 
he  says,  "  here  observe,  that  in  all  these  temporal 
judgments,  there  is  not  the  least  intimation  that  they 
are  intended  as  disciplinary — or  that  they  were  in- 
flicted to  promote  the  good  of  the  sufferer. "  Sup« 
pose  we  admit  this  statement.  Neither  is  there  in  all 
those  temporal  judgments, the  least  intimation  that  they 
were  not  intended  as  disciplinary— that  they  were 
NOT  inflicted  to  promote  the  good  of  the  sufferers. 
What,  then,  has  Mr.  P.  gained  by  his  statement  ? 
Any  judgment  inflicted  on  any  sinful  being,  which  is 
not  designed  for  the  good  of  that  being,  especially 
where  the  judge  possesses  ability  to  promote  the 
good  of  the  transgressor,  results  from  malem^ 
knee — is  revenge — -and  black-hearted  cruelty  !  This 
is  the  particular  which  distinguishes  justice  from  cm- 
eliy.  Pure  justice  is  holy  ;  but  cruelty  is  the  ex- 
treme of  wickedness.  What  is  cruelty,  if  it  is  not 
the  infliction  of  torture,  without  designing  the  good 
of  the  swfferer  ?.    If  the  believers  in  endless  misery 
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could  cnce  clearly  bee  the  sinfulness  of  the  character 
they  ascribe  to  the  Almighty,  they  would  hide  their 
heads  ill  everlasting  confusion  !  Father,  forgive 
them  !    For  they  know  ilot  what  they  do !" 

But  Mr.  P.  is  wrong  in  saying  there  is  no  in- 
timation that  the  judgments  lo  v/hich  he  referred 
-were  inflicted  for  the  good  of  the  sufferers.  We 
will  notice  one  of  the  most  hopeless  cases  he  has 
mentioned — the  destruction  of  the  inhabitants  of 
Sodom  &  Gomorrah.    In  the  ISth  chapter  of  the 
prophecy  of  Ezekiel,  we  have  the  following  ian- 
giTfege.       Behold  this  v/as  the  iniquity  of  thy 
S3stir  Sodom,  fulness  of  bread,  and  abundance 
of  idleness,  was  in  her  and  in  her  daughters  nei- 
ther did  she  strengthen  the  hand  of  the  poor  and 
needy.    And  they  were  haughty  and  committed 
abomination  before  me  ;  therefore  I  took  them 
away  as  I  saw  good."     God  always  acts  for  the 
good  of  all  his  creatures :  he  does  not  act  for 
the  good  of  Presbyterians  at  the  expense  of  all 
others  !    If  the  Sodomites  were  taken  away  for 
their  sins — and  if  they  continued  to  be  as  sinful 
after^  as  before  they  were  taken  away— no  good 
was  done  by  taking  them  away.    "  For  the  pun- 
ishment of  the  iniquity  of  the  daughter  of  my 
people  is  greater  than  the  punishment  of  the  sin 
of  Sodom,  thatwas  overthrown  as  in  a  moraent,& 
liO  hands  stayed  on  her,"  Lam.  4.  6.  This  passage 
represents  the  punishment  of  Sodom,to  be  sudden 
and  dreadful,  but  speedily  terminating^  ^'no  hands 
stayed  on  her."     To  this  view  of  the  subject,  it 
may  be  objected,  that  Jude  says,  "  Even  as  Sod- 
om and  Gomorrah^  and  the  cities  *dbout  them  in. 
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like  manner  are  set  forth  for  an  example 

suffering  the  vengeance  of  eternal  fire.''  How 
were  those  cities  set  forth  as  an  example^  if  their 
greatest  sufferings  were  in  a  world,  to  us,  eBtire- 
ly  invisible  ?  AceordiBg  to  tliis  supposition,  tbey 
would  neither  be  an  example  to  signers  in  thib 
world—nor  would  they  be  set  forlhy  or  manifes- 
ted for  the  beneiit  of  others.  How  were  those 
cities  set  fortb  ?  "And  Abraham  got  up  early  in 
the  moroin.j;  to  the  place  where  he  stood  before 
the  Lord :  and  he  looked  towards  Sodom  and 
Gomorrah;  and  toward  all  the  land  of  the  plain^ 
and  beheld,  and  lo,  the  smoke  of  the  country 
weni;  up  as  the  smoke  of  a  furnace/'  Gen.  19. 
Those  cities  were  in  this  world— they  were  over- 
thrown in  this  world — the  fire  that  destroyed 
them  was  in  this  world,  and  was  called  eternal^ 
because  it  continued,  according  to  some  histori- 
ens,  thousands  of  years. 

Having  as  we  believe,  devoted  sufficient  time 
to  the  examination  of  the  substance  of  Mr.  P's 
third  lecture  ;  you  will  please  to  take  notice  that 
the  whole  force  of  thst  lecture  rests  upon  rea- 
soning drawn  from  analogy.  Mr.  P.  says,  "the 
providence  of  Godj  so  far  as  it  goes,  confirms  the 
doctrine  of  future  and  eternal  punishment."  Of 
all  arguments,  those  drawn  from  analogy  are  the 
mosi  unsatisfactory,  inconclusive  and  uncertain. 
However,  this  mode  of  reasoning  is  as  good  for 
me,  as  for  Mr  P.  Htre  we  will  meet — bis  o- 
verthrow  or  mine  must  be  complete.  Why  does 
he  think  the  Providence  of  God  confirms  his  sen- 
timeBts?  ,  Hear  Mm.    God  is  noio  acting  upon 


73 


d  principle  wliicli  exhiWts  alike,  an  irtention  to 
show  mercy  to  some  and  to  punish  others.  This 
principle  we  have  reasor)  to  belies? will  ex- 
ist in  ti.e  divine  government  forever,  and  therefom 

the  providence  of  God  confir?ns  the  doc- 

triLie  >i  fiUiiTr^  and  eternbl  pun'shment."  The 
amount  of  this  reasoning  is,  because  God  does  a 
thing  now  J  he  ahvays  will  do  it,  because  he  pun- 
ishes sortie  now^  he  always  will  punish  some, — 
On  the  85th  page,  Mr.  P.  says,  "God  is  unchan- 
geable— a  principle  of  action  w4rich  is  atone  time 
consistent  with  him 5  is  eternally  consistent.''  Oa 
liis  52  page,  he  says,  "the  government  of  God, 
so  far  as  it  is  exhibited  in  this  world,  is  incmiplete; 
that  Is^  strict  justice  is  not  here  rendered  to  individ^ 
nals.''^'  Mr.  P.  must  now  admit,  either,  that  his 
confirmatory  evidence  of  eternal  misery  amounts 
to  notldn^r*  or,  thdit  strict  jitstics  never  vrdi  be  r&r^ 
dered  md^i^idualsy  and  the  government  of  Gcd 
tvill  be  eternally  incomplete—foT  "God  is  uiiclian- 
geable — a  principle  of  action  which  is  one  time 
consistent  with  him,  is  eternally  consistent  I'^™ 
Will  he  say,  the  government  of  God  is,  and  al- 
ways will  be,  incempletej  so  that  no  rational  be- 
ing can  pi^t  any  confidence  in  it— or  will  he  ad- 
mit that  his  confirmation  of  eternal  punishment 
is  no  confirmation  at  all  ? 

We  object  to  Mr.  P. 's  premises,  as  well  as  ta 
his  analogical  reasoning.  We  think  it  would  be 
much  nearer  the  truth  to  say,  God  is  now  aetinij 
upon  a  principle,  which  exhibits  alike  an  inten- 
tion to  punish  all  sinners and  to  sho^v^mer- 
cy  upon  all  inankia<iW«fer  God  hath  coaclu^^i 
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tliem  all  in  unbelief,  that  he  might  have  mercy 
^ipon  all;"  Rom.  11,32.  This  principle,  we  have 
reason  to  believe  will  exist  in  the  divine  govern- 
ment forever,  and  therefore  the  Providence  of 
God,  so  far  as  it  goes,  confirms  the  doctrine  of 
future,  universal  holiness  and  happiness.  Every 
rational  being  is  miserable  in  proportion  to  his 
sinfulness — "there  is  no  peace,  saith  my  God,  to 
the  wicked."  Isa,  57, 12.  Every  creature  that 
lives,  receives  favors  from  that  great  and  glorious 
Being,  who  is  the  origin  of  existence — who  "is 
good  to  all  and  bis  tender  mercies  are  over  all  his 
works.  All  thy  works  shall  praise  thee,  O  Lord; 
and  thy  saints  shall  bless  thee."  Ps.  145. 

After  speaking  of  the  triumphant  death  of  the 
believer,  Mr.  P,  says  "But  you  have  seen  no  such 
sustaining  hope;  no  such  triumphs  from  any  source 
in  those  who  have  rejected  the  precious  Saviour, 
and  relied  upon  the  justice  or  goodness  of  God, 
without  faith  in  Christ."    If  he  designed  to  rep- 
resent the  opinion  of  Universalists  in  the  above 
sentence,  he  misrepresented  us — we  have  not  re- 
jected the  precious  Saviour — we  have  not  relied 
upon  the  justice  or  goodness  of  God,  without  faith 
in  Christ.    If  he  did  not  mean  to  represent  the 
faith  of  Universalists,  what  did  he  mean  ^    As  to 
any  exclamations  at  the  hour  of  death,  suffice  it  to 
say,  no  person's  opinion  is  any  certain  evidence 
of  truth,  whether  he  be  sick  or  well — sane  or  in- 
sane— in  the  middle,  or  at  the  conclusion  of  his 
mortal  career.    And  as  all  exclamations  are  the 
result  of  opinions,  or  impressions,  no  stress  should 
be  laid  upon  them  as  evidence  in  favor  ofj  or  a- 
gaiftst  any  genti«ient. 


Mr.  P.  thinks  the  day  of  judgment  will  be 
^-^another  flood  •  •  •  •  upon  the  ungodly~a  flood  of 
wrath  and  billows  of  fire.  But  the  ark  is  pre- 
pared for  any  that  choose  to  escape.  Does  the 
judgment  seem  severe  ?  then  get  into  the  ark. 
Do  the  thoughts  of  its  mighty  and  endless  swel- 
lings seem  too  dreadful  to  be  endured  ?  Then  get 
into  the  ark.  Are  there  great  difficulties  in  the 
-way  ?  Get  into  the  ark; — get  into  the  ark^  and 
you  are  safe."  Suppose  all  should  choose  to  es- 
cape— suppose  the  whole  race  of  sinners  should 
get  into  the  Presbyterian  ark  of  safety,  what 
would  be  the  consequence  ?  Honibih  dictu ! — 
As  that  ark  is  not  sufficiently  capacious  for  the 
whole  family  of  sinful  man,  they  would  instantly 
sink  it,  and  all  go  lo  hell  together  !  From  such 
an  awful  catastrophe,  may  God  in  infinite  mercy 
save  all  people ! 


Emn  so  emry  good  tree  bringeth  forth  good  fruit : 
but  a  corrupt  tree  bringeth  forth  evil  fruit. — 
Math.  7,  17. 

It  i$  an  unquestionable  fact^  that  the  great  di- 
versity of  religious  opinion^  prevalent  in  Chris- 
tendom, causes  much  perplexity  in  the  minds  of 
manyj  who  sincerely  desire  a  knowledge  of  the 
truth.  The  ad\'oeates  of  each  peculiar  tenet, 
speak  with  all  the  conSdenrej  which  is  inspired 
by  a  full  cenviciioi!  of  pc  ssesshig  the  truth. — 
Learning,  ability  aad  plaa^ible  argamenis  appear 
in  vindication  of  almost  every  opposing  sentiment; 
and  what  is  the  unlettered  inquirer  to  do  ?  When- 
ever he  should  do;  he  certainly  should  not  con- 
clude there  is  no  religious  truth.  While  it  is 
certain  that  opinions  diametrically  opposite  to 
each  other^  cannot  all  be  true—it  is  equally  cer- 
tain that  the  Supreme  Ruler  of  the  universe  does 
not  require  of  man,  a  knowledge  which  is  beyond 
the  reach  of  common  minds,  when  unb)a::;2ed  and 
candid.  "If  thou  shalt  with  thy  mouth  confess 
the  Lord  Jesus,  and  shalt  believe  with  thy  heart 
that  God  hath  raised  hira  from  the  dead,  tbou 
shall  be  savod."  Rom.  10,  9.  Whatever  is  es- 
sential to  the  spiritual  welfare  of  man,  is  neither 
absurd,  mysterious,  incomprehensible,  nor  beyond 
the  reach  of  the  great  body  of  mankind,  wherev- 
er the  light  of  the  gospel  shines.    If  all  sects  and 
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denaminatlons  of  christians  should  abolish  their 
several  creeds  and  confessions  of  faith,  and  lay 
aside  all  the  speculative  tenets,  about  which  they 
differ,  they  would  probably  still  retain  every  thing 
absolutely  essential  to  Christianity,  and  be  much 
more  likely  to  feel  the  heart-cheering  influence 
of  that  charity  which  is  greater  than  any  faith.-^ 
We  differ  most  about  that  of  which  we  have  the 
least  knowledge.  But  since  it  is  very  desirable 
to  understand  the  Revelation  of  God — since  it  is 
proper  to  contrast  various  and  opposing  specula^ 
tive  opinions  with  a  view  of  determining  their  re^. 
lative  merits  and  influence— it  is  truly  consolato- 
ry  that  we  have  a  rule  so  excellent  and  so  clear 
by  which  to  determine  truth,  coming  too  from 
such  high  authority,  as  our  text  and  its  connex- 
ion. Jesus  said  "Beware  of  false  prophets,  which 
come  to  you  in  sheep's  clothing,  but  inwardly 
they  are  ravening  wolves,  ye  shall  know  them  by 
their  fruits.  Do  men  gather  grapes  of  thorns,  or 
figs  of  thistles  ?  Even  so  every  good  tree  bring- 
eth  forth  good  fruit,  but  a  corrupt  tree  bringeth 
forth  evil  fruit.  A  good  tree  cannot  bring  forth 
evil  fruit,  neither  can  a  corrupt  tree  bring  forth 
good  fruit."  Mr.  Parker  s^ys  "We  judge  a  man 
to  be  truly  religious,  when  we  find  that  his  views 
of  religion  are  with  him  living  principles  of  ac- 
tion." This  seems  to  require  some  qualiflcation? 
Following  this  definition  strictly,  we  should  con- 
clude that  man  to  be  "truly  religious,"  whose 
views  of  religion  are  extremely  corrupt,  errone- 
ous and  pernicious — if  those  views  were  with 
Mm  living  principles  of  action*   A  mm  who  be^ 
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iievejs  ia  a  partial  and  revengeful  God  may  be 
^ery  religious,  if  his  views  of  religion  be  with 
him  living  principles  of  action;  but  iie  would  not 
truly  religious.  For  a  man  to  be  truly  reli- 
gious, he  must  have  correct  views  of  religion  and 
of  God,  and  those  views  must  be  with  him  living 
principles  of  action.  We  perfectly  agree  with 
Mr.  p.  in  the  following.  ^'  We  judge  that  reli- 
gious system  most  accordant  with  truth  and  sound 
principles,  which  produces  the  best  practical  ef- 
fect." 

He  says,  *^It  cannot  be  inferred  that  a  system 
of  religion  is  false,  because  some  who  embrace  it 
are  immoral  in  their  lives.  We  shall  not  urge  it 
as  an  argument  against  Universalism,  that  some 
individuals  who  have  embraced  and  advocated 
the  system,  have  been  men  of  profligate  and  vi- 
cious lives.  On  the  other  hand,  w^e  are  ready  to 
admit  that  there  are  as  bad  men'^witbin  the  pale 
of  orthodox  churches,  as  can  be  found  in  the 
world."  Tl?e  last  sentence  in  the  above  quota- 
tion is  remarkably  candid  and  undoubtedly  true. 
By  the  first  part  of  the  quotation  above,  w^e  should 
suppose  Mr.  P.  meant  to  intimate  that  all  who 
embrace  Universalism  are  profligate  in  their  lives, 
if  he  had  not  sub^jeqliently  used  the  following 
language  :  "We  find  indrviduds  who  embrace 
the  most  debasing  principles,  but  who  are  res- 
traiiaed  from  vicious  induigence,  by  the  example 
of  others,  or  the  institutions  of  society,  or  a  re- 
gard to  their  ow^n  reputation.  These  are  regu- 
lar in  their  lives,  in  spite  of  the  unhappy  influ- 
«?iice  of  their  religious  belief,"   In  his  supposed 
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contrast  beiwecn  Maliomedanisin  'and  Christian- 
ty,  Mr.  Parker  seems  to  intimate  that  Universal- 
ism  nemr  produces  any  beneficial  effects.  But 
whether  he  meant  to  be  so  nnderstootuor  wheth- 
er he  meant  to  speak  of  the  general  effects  of  the 
doetriue,  is  not  quite  clec^r.  At  all  events  his 
fourth  lecture  Vv'as  designed  to  establish  the  fol- 
lowing proposition,  ^^Universalism  does  not  pro- 
duce a  religious  life,  while  the  system  opposed 
to  it  does  produce  genuine  practical  piety.'' 

1.  Mr.  P.  says  ^*the  system  which  holds  the 
doctrine  of  eternal  punishment  leads  many  per-- 
sons  to  come  out  from  the  world  by  an  cpea  and. 
public  profession  of  their  faith  in  Ciirist;  but 
niversalism  does  not."  Tiie  last  part  ci  this  state- 
ment is  false,  I  do  not  mean  to  say  Mr.  P.  wilful- 
ly misrepresented,  I  mean  to  say,  his  statement  is 
contraiy  to  matter  of  fact.  Universalism  has  led 
'^many  persons  to  come  out  from  the  v»^orld  by  an 
open  and  public  profession  of  their  faith  in  Christ.'^ 
Mr.  P's.  assertion  to  the  contrary  notwithstand- 
ing :  but  they  have  not  all  become  members  of 
churches — some  supposing  it  unnecessary,  or  in- 
expedient end  others,  perhaps,  neglecting  an  ac- 
knowledged duty.  I  am  favorable  to  ciiurch  or- 
ganization, and  a  church  has  existed  in  this  vil° 
lage,*  for  nearly  eight  years:  but  some  Universal- 
ists  believe  it  tends  to  create  invidious  distinc- 
tions in  society—and  that  its  evils  overbalance 
its  advantages.  In  relation  to  all  such,  Mr.  P.'s 
remarks  concerning  church  membership  are  in- 
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applicable.  Church  organization  is  certainly  per« 
nicious  in  all  cases,  in  which  its  members  are 
puffed  up  with  the  idea  that  they  are  morally  bet- 
ter  than  others,  merely  because  they  belong  to  a 
church  I  If  church  membership  be  established 
as  a  criterion  ©f  holiness,  why  may  they  not  be 
thus  puffed  up  ?  Church  membership  certain- 
tainly  creates  no  new  moral  or  religious  obligation. 
It  is  u&eful  only  by  impressing  those  obligations 
which  already  exist,  upon  the  human  mind  in  a 
more  forcible  manner.  A  considerable  number 
of  Universalists  believe  with  the  Quakers  res- 
pecting the  ordinances  of  Baptism  and  the  Lord's 
supper:  therefore  they  are  not  censurable  for  o* 
mitting  those  ordinances.  A  moral  discipline  is 
maintained  by  many  societies  of  Universalis! s, 
%vhere  no  churches  are  established.  In  those  cases 
the  principal  benefits  of  church  organization  are 
obtained. 

Mr.  P.  thinks  that  system  which  holds  the  doc- 
trine of  eternal  misery  leads  many  to  endure 
p-oac^"  for  the  sake  of  Jesus  Christ."  A  wil- 
lingness to  endure  reproach  is  not  produced  by 
the  doctrine  of  eternal  misery  :  for  I  presume  all 
will  admit  that  Universalists  now  have  more  re- 
proach to  endure  than  Presbyterians  have.  How 
often  does  "that  system  which  holds  the  doctrine 
of  eternal  misery"  or  something  else,  induce  peo- 
ple to  float  on  the  delirium — inspiring  tide  of 
popularity — and  attempt  to  repair  a  detestable  or 
worthless  character  by  joining  a  Presbyterian 
ehurch  ? 

Mr,  p.  says  "The  more  OKtenfeively  it  (Uni-^ 
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versalism)  prevails,  the  less  there  is  oi  religieus 
professioQ  of  raiy  sort."  Yes,  profession!  But 
what  of  that  ?  Let  it  be  remembered  that,  to  be 
really  religious,  is  one  thing — to  profess  religioa 
may  be  quite  a  difF^rent  affair  !  Profession  may 
makeths<^  most  parade,  but  it  is  far  less  useful 
than  genuine  practical  religion. 

In  the  neighboring  town  (where  a  Universal- 
ist  minister  has  been  supported  for  a  considera- 
ble portion  of  the  time  during  several  successive 
years — where  a  large  portion  of  the  inhabitants 
are  Universalists,  and  where  they  have  bo  church 
merobers,  no  sacraments,  no  deacons,  no  disci- 
pi  iue)  to  which  Mr.  P.  referred — if  I  am  not 
greatif  mistaken,  their  minister  does  not  believe 
in  church  organiz^aUon  ^e.ccnsequeBtly  he  ought 
not  to  establish  a  cLarcii.  If  he  and  his  follow- 
ers  do  believe  in  church  organization  &c.  and 
still  neglecr  it— they  disgrace  themselves  and  in- 
jure the  e-ii:  c  {liey  have  espoused.  Generally 
speaking,  er  tjicnes  are  established  in  the '^^strong 
holds"  of  Univer  ja'isinc 

Mr.  P.  contrasts  ti-.e  Uijiveisalist  congregation 
in  Rochester,  with  the  third  Presbyterian  con- 
gregation in  theit  place.  He  could  scarcely  se- 
lect a  place  in  our  country  more  favorable  to  the 
growth  of  Presbyterianism,  or  more  unfavorable 
to  Universalism,  than  Rochester.  In  that  rapid- 
ly Nourishing  village,  Universalism  has  never 
been  preached  but  very  little—has  scarcely  ob- 
tained a  permaneiit  footing.  But  the  great  influx 
of  inhabitants,  vjho  carried  their  religious  prejudu 
ces  vnth  iheMj  ivixmsh  Presbyterianr^  with  everj^ 
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facility  necessary  to  build  up  their  cause.  But 
local  peculiarities  determine  nothing  in  relation 
to  the  general  prosperity  of  any  cause.  To  coun* 
terbalance  the  circumstances  which  exist  in  Ro- 
chester, I  refer  to  Boston,  Mass.  and  to  the  New 
England  States  generally,  where  Uaiversalisra  is 
rapidly  supplanting  Presbyterianism,  and  every 
other  doctrine,  which  li suits  the  saving  grace  of 
God.  Mr.P.  says,  "Yoa  will  commonly  find  that 
where  Universalism  j^ret^ai/*  most,  there  are  the 
fewest  persons  that  profess  religion.''  This  is  not 
true.  Universalists  generally  profess  religion,  as 
they  think  it  ought  to  be  professed  ,  uotwithstand* 
iDg  the  contumely  that  ptofessioo  brings  upon 
them,  from  their  bigotted  and  superstitious  neigh- 
bors— or  from  those,  who  feel  it  a  duty  to  be  an- 
ffryy  because  others  do  not  think  God  as  angry  as 
they  do  !  We  have  the  best  of  reasons  for  believ- 
ing there  are  as  few  hypocrites  in  our  denomina- 
tion, as  in  almost  any  other  sect  of  christians  in 
this  coutitry. 

2.  Mr.  P.  says  "that  system  which  holds  the 
doctrine  of  eternal  punishment,  leads  to  a  life  of 
prayer;  but  Universalism  does  not."  This  posi- 
tion is  also  contrary  to  matter  of  fact.  Univer- 
salism does  lead  to  a  life  of  pray^er.  Prayer  is  an 
acknowledged  christian  duty,  to  which  the  sin- 
cere believer  in  the  christian  religion,  will  often^ 
and  most  cheerfully  resort.  It  cairns  the  lacera- 
ted feelings  of  frail  man— soothes  and  consolates 
the  afflicted  heart — and  affords  means  for  the 
most  direct  intercourse  with  the  kind  Parent  of 
the  unirerse^  which  can  be  enjoyed  by  mortals 
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on  eartb.  But  what  is  prayer  ?  Surely  it  is  the 
sincere  desire  of  the  heart,  whether  "uttered  of 
unexpressed."  While  prayer  is  often  and  forci- 
bly enjoined  in  the  word  of  God,  we  shall  look 
in  the  New  Testament-in  vain  for  ahy  command 
to  observe  set  tiims  for  prayer  ih  families  or  else- 
where. Paul  exhorted  bis  brethren  to  "pray 
without  ceasing:"  by  which,  he  undoubtedly  in-^ 
tended  to  inculcate  the  spirit  of  true  and  constant 
devotion.  Mr.  P.  says  very  many  of  those  who 
believe  in  the  doctrine  of  eternal  punishment  do 
actually  pray  in  their  families  morning  and  eve- 
ning, and  in  the  social  circle,  and  also  maintain 
secret  devotion."  Suppose  they  do,  and  then 
tell  of  it — does  it  not  appear  very  much  like  pray- 
ing to  be  seen  of  men,  or  to  have  it  known  a- 
mongst  men  that  they  do  pray?  If  they  gain  the  ap- 
plause of  men,  "verily  I  say  unto  you  they  have 
their  reward" — for  that  applause  is  evidently 
sought— or  the  public  would  not  be  so  carefully 
infmned  that  Presbyterians  pray  thus  and  so — » 
especially  that  they  pray  in  private,  but  can- 
not keep  it  to  themselves  !  God  have  mercy  on 
all  those  who  can  take  no  comfort  in  religion,  un- 
less they  can  make  a  parade  about  it  I  Mr.  P, 
admits  that  prayer  is  sometimes  attended  in  the 
families  of  Universalists.  He  asks  "who  ever 
heard  of  a  Universalist  prayer  meeting?"  A  U- 
niversalist  prayer  meeting  and  conference  has 
been  heard  of,  to  my  certain  knowledge,  within 
ten  miles  of  Ro  jbester.  But  what  if  Universal- 
ists  did  not  see  iit  to  have  prayer  meetings  at  all? 
Mr.     says  "you  will  seldom  if  ever,  find  m  in- 
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dividoalj  Vvlio  is  a  Uiiiveisalist,  tbat  daily  retires 
to  his  closetj  for  the  purpose  of  erijoying  a  sea- 
son of  private  devotion."  If  he  did,  he  ought 
not  to  tell  of  it,  even  though  "asked''  by  Mrc  P. 

How  easy  it  is  to  appear  outwardly  righteous 
unto  men,  and  be  full  of  hypocrisy  and  iniquity  * 
within.  The  scribes,  pharisees  aod  hypocrites  of 
old,  paraded  the  streets,  with  their  loiig  robes — ' 
ungodly,  long  faces— oiFeriug  loDg  prayers  for  a 
show — and  like  causes  produce  like  effects  in  all 
ages  of  the  world.  Jesus  ^'said  unto  his  disci- 
ples, beware  of  the  scribes  which  desire  to  walk 
in  long  robes,  and  love  greetings  in  the  markets^ 
and  the  highest  seats  in  the  synagogues,  and  the 
chief  rooms  at  feasts;  which  devour  widow's  hous- 
es, and  for  a  show  make  long  prayers  :  the  same 
shall  receive  greater  damnation."  A  people  who 
made  '^many  prayers"  once  received  the  follow- 
ing keen  rebuke  from  the  Lord  '^Bring  no  more 
vain  oblatioDs;  incense  is  an  abomination  unto 
me;  the  new  moons  and  sabbaths,  the  calling  of 
assemblies,  1  cannot  away  with,  it  is  iniqviity  e- 
ven  the  solemn  meeting,  your  new  moons  and 
your  appointed  feasts  my  soul  hateth  :  they  are  a 
trouble  unto  me;  I  am  weary  to  bear  them.  And 
when  ye  spread  forth  your  hands,  I  will  hide 
mine  eyes  from  you;  yea;  when  ye  make  many 
prayersy  I  ill  not  hear;  your  hands  are  full  of 
blood.  Wash  ye,  mpke  ye  clean;  put  away  the 
evil  of  your  doings  from  before  mine  eyes;  cease 
to  do  evil;  learn  to  do  well^  seek  judgment,  re- 
lieve the  oppressed^  judge  the  fatherless,  plead  for 
the  widow-" 
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Mr.  P.  says  ^^That  system  which  holds  the 
doctrine  of  eternal  puiiishmeiit  leads  men  to  ac- 
tive exertion,  to  send  the  ^r-ospel  to  the  destitute ; 
but  Universaiism  does  cot."  The  last  part  of 
this  position  is  also  cootrar  to  matter  of  fact : — • 
every  exeriioxi  made  by  cT.^  verrcaliGts  to  extend 
the  knowledge  of  their  sentiments^  furr.ishes  ev- 
idence that  Mr.  P.  was  incorrect.  That  Christ 
and  the  Aposiic-s  possessed  an  ardent  desire  to 
spread  the  knowledge  of  divine  truth—that  they 
labored  diligently  and  suffered  much  to  accom- 
plish that  obfect,  will  net  be  denied :  but  in  their 
public  labors  and  instructions,  tliey  all  omitted 
a  certain  sentiment  which  is  now  considered  by 
many  to  be  of  the  utmost  importance — and  which 
consequently  had.  no  ixifluence  in  axcitiag  their 
zeal — 'I  mean  the  doctrine  of  eternal  misery.— 
This  they  never  mentioned.  We  think  many  of 
those  who  labor  to  give  mankind  the  knowledge 
of  eternal  misery  ^  '  e  c'^icere.  hm  we  dc  not 
think  even  heathens  would  b<-;  benefitted  by  the 
belief  of  that  truly  abominable  sentitaent — for 
heathenisin  itself  contains  nothing;  worse  !  The 
desire  to  extend  the  knowledge  of  their  senti- 
ments is  common  to  all  classes  of  mankind,  and 
it  is  perfectly  absurd  for  Mr,  P.  to  say  Uaiver- 
salism  does  not  lead  men  to  active  exertion  to 
send  the  gospel  to  the  destitute.  On  another  page 
he  says  ''we  can  point  you  to  whole  townships 
where  Universaiism  Has  a  complete  ascendency.'' 
How  came  this  benign  doctrine  to  have  a  com- 
plete ascendency  in  \^4>o!e  townships,  if  it  does 
not  lead  men  to  active  exertions  to  send  the  gos- 
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pel  to  the  destitute  ?  Surely  believers  in  endless 
misery  have  not  been  guilty  of  preaching  Uni- 
versalism— nor  of  failing  to  oppose  it,  by  every 
means  they  deemed  safe  :  and  opinions  do  not 
sjwing  up  and  fioudsh  spontaneously.  Did  not 
the  venerable  John  Murray^  \vbo  %vas  stoned  in 
the  pulpit  in  Boston  Mass.;  and  liie  indebtigable 
Elhanan  Winchester ^who  journeyed  and  preachedj 
when  worn  down  with  disease,  expose  uealth  and 
life,  and  leave  friends  and  home  to  carry  the  gos- 
pel to  the  destitute  ?  Both  of  those  naen  possess* 
ed  Apostolic  zeal,  diligence  arid  faithfulness— 
and  their  labors  were  crowned  with  abundant 
success.  The  New  England  and  middle  States 
received  their  ministrations  of  the  gospel  of  peace, 
about  the  time  our  nation  received  existence 
If  it  were  necessary,  we  could  name  living  prea» 
ehers  of  the  gospel  of  universal  reconciiiation^ 
who  have  endured,  and  would  cheerfully  endure 
quite  as  much,  to  send  the  gospel  to  the  desti« 
tute,  as  Mr.  P.  and  his  coadjutors. 

He  says  "which  has  the  best  claim  to  be  con- 
sidered as  actuated  by  the  spirit  of  Christ  and  of 
Pk^ul — the  denominations  who  are  planting  their 
missions  all  over  the  heothen  world^,  or  that  one 
which  stays  at  home  and  opposes  this  work  ?'^~ 
This  question  gives  a  false  coloring  to  the  sub- 
ject. Universalists  are  not  opposed  to  the  exten- 
sion of  the  knowledge  of  the  gospel  of  Christ — » 
we  are  opposed  to  the  spread  of  error  in  all  its 
forms. 

It  is  unnecessary  to  particularize,  but  for  the 
information  of  Mr=      and  bis  friends,  we  now 
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;:>tate,  that  societies  for  charitable  purposes,  acd 
for  the  relief  of  the  poor,  where  bodies  of  Uni- 
versaiists  have  practically  shown  that  "their  i<ys-» 
tera  has  exerted  an  iDfluence  to  render  them  be- 
nevoient''  are  common  amongst  us.  We  also 
think  the  following  to'  be  most  excellent  counselj 
"when  thou  doest  thine  alms,  do  not  sound  a  trum- 
pet before  thee,  as  the  hypocrites  do  in  the  syn- 
agogues and  in  the  streets,  that  they  may  have 
gloiy  of  men 3  verily  I  say  unto  you,  they  have 
their  reward.  But  when  thou  doest  alms^  let  not 
thy  left  hand  kpow  what  thy  right  hand  doetfe, 
that  thine  alms  may  he  in  SECRET  ;  and  thy  Fa- 
ther which  seethin  secret,  himself  shall  reward 
thee  openly." 

4.  Mr.  P.  says  "That  system  which  maintains 
the  doctrine  of  eternal  punishment,  often  reclaims 
men  from  vicious  habits,  and  from  a  life  of  sin  ; 
but  Universalism  does  not."  The  latter  part  of 
this  position  is  not  true.  Numerous  instances 
can  be  furnished,  in  which  men  have  been  re* 
claimed  from  vicious  habits  by  the  influence  of 
Universalism.  The  effects  of  missionary  exer- 
tions in  Canada  and  the  Sandwich  Islands'  refer- 
red to  by  Mr.  P.  may  not  be  justly  ascribable  to 
the  doctrine  of  eternal  punishment.  Those  who 
inculcate  that  awful  doctrine  generally  preach 
some  valuable  truths  with  it.  To  these  truths  the 
salutary  influence  of  their  labors  should  be  ascri- 
bed— and  not  to  a  doctrine  so  directly  calculated 
to  freeze  the  current  of  benevolence  and  harden  the 
human  heart,  as  is  the  dogma  of  eternal  misery, 

Mr.  p.  asks  "Who  ever  saw  a  neighborhood. 


or  viilagej  or  towii^  improved  in  its  moral  charae- 
ter,  by  the  introdaerion  of  Universalism  Ma- 
ny people  have  neeu  it.  Take  one  instance.— 
The  village  of  Watertown  bas  been  greatly  irr« 
proved  in  mor^  I  character  by  the  inf  uenci:  of  U- 
niversalisai  Universalis  in  has  been  preached 
more  oi  less  here,  for  the  last  ten  years.  Previ- 
om  to  this  period  J  there  was  much  more  profaiie- 
ness,  gambling  on  Sundays  and  other  days,  misch 
more  drunkeiine?s— miicb  less  religious  knowl- 
edge mid  reiigTous  teeiiBg— n^nch  less  attention 
to  the  stated  pnbUc  worship  of  Gf^d,  according  to 
the  number  of  inhabitants,  than  there  is  at  pres- 
ent, I  give  it  as  my  deliberate  and  sober  opin- 
ion, that  a  village  containing  3000  mhabitants, 
cannot  be  fonnd  in  the  State  of  New- York,  where 
the  people  generally,  are  iBore  uj^nglit;  honest 
and  reii^ionsj  than  the  citizens  of  this\illage,  in 
which  the  doctrine  of  Universalism  ha^^  been  reg- 
ularly preached,  some  portion  of  the  time  for  the 
last  ten  years.  A  very  perceptible  change  for 
the  better  has  taken  piace  ^  ithin  that  period  of 
time.  We  are  fully  convinced  ihis  change  is,  in 
a  great  measure,  owing  to  the  influence  of  Uni- 
versalism. These  circumstances  are  sufficient  to 
silence  the  clamors  of  our  enemies  about  the  im- 
moral tendency  of  our  sentiments. 

Mr.  P.  bays  "Probably  we  have  all  seen  some 
of  the  fairest  '^^h?>racters  among  Universalists 
plainly  improved  by  renouncing  their  own  and 
iieartily  embraciog  the  opposite  system.''  '^Prob» 
ably  they  have  not.  We  challenge  Mr.  P,  to 
Bame  one  solitary  instance  in  which  ^^one  of  the 


fairest  characters  among  Uuiversalists^*  bas  been 
^•pldialy  improved  by  renouncing  his  *  own,  and 
heartily  embracing  the  opposite  system." 

Mr.  P.  savs  "la  most  cases,  where  professors 
of  religion  become  Ur.iversalists,  they  abandon 
their  habits  of  piety,  as  a  preparation  for  Univer- 
salism — they  give  up  secret  prayer,  then  family 
prayer,  then  leave  the  communion  table,  then  fall 
into  some  vices,  and  then  become  Universalists. 
You  cannot  find  one  instance,  where  a  man  was 
evidently  pious,while  a  Universalist  but  where  he 
first  forso<dk  his  closet  of  devotion,&  then  abandon- 
ed family  prayer,  and  then  left  the  communion  of 
the  church,  and  then  fell  into  vice,  and  then  be- 
came a  Presbyterian,  and  continued  vicious — the 
moral  and  religious  characters  of  men  are  never 
improved*  •• -by  giving  up  a  belief  in  eternal 
punishment,  and  embracing  the  doctrine  of  uni- 
versal salvatioa,  men  often  fall  into  UniversalisRip 
as  the  last  step  in  a  process  of  moral  defection  ; 
but  they  never  fall  into  the  opposite  system  by 
the  same  process,"  &c.  All  this  is  mere  asser- 
tion without  any  proof.  But  Mr.  P.  says  they 
are  "facts."  How  do  we  know  these  things  are 
facts?  Why  Mr.  P.  says  so!  Such  whole- 
sale detraction  may  pass  for  its  true  value.  We 
net;d  not  measure  back  to  him,  what  he  bas  so 
bountifully,  and  without  any  just  foundation5deali 
out  to  others. 

6.  Mr.  P.  says  "That  system  which  holds  the 
doctrine  of  eternal  punishment,  never  occasions 
distress  in  a  dying  hour  ;  but  Universalism  fre- 
guentlv  leads  to  the  most  distressing  apprehen- 
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sion'S  on  a  deatli-bed.'^  This  pof^iiion  carries  its 
own  refuhitiori  upoD  its  hr.e  :  every  part  U  is 
entirely  untrue.  Is  it  nqt  p:ain  from  tlie  nature  of 
th3  su'iject,  that  the  doctrine  of  eternal  pu/auhmcnt 
must  occasion  distress  in  a  dying  hour  ?  Those  v/ho 
believe  in  the  Calvinistic  doctrine  of  election  and 
reprobation  must  be  doubtful  ivhether  they  are  a- 
mong  the  elect,  or  not :  and  those  who  believe  in 
Arminianisra  r  lu^  t  be  conscious  of  many  sins  and 
consequently  doubtful  whether  they  are  sufficiently 
righteous  to  entitle  them  to  salvation.  In  either,  and 
every  case,  t'le  believer  in  endless  misery,  (admit- 
ting him  to  be  so  completely  swailo\?ved  up  in  sel- 
fishness as  to  care  nothing  for  the  salvation  of  any 
but  himself,)  must  have  doubts,  fears,  and  distress 
lest  he  should  find  himself  a  hopeless  victim  of  that 
horrible,  that  indescribable  misery  in  which  be  be- 
lieves. This  distress  will  increase  x^ith  lae  strength 
of  his  faith.  But  what  must  K?.  the  feelings  of  a  be- 
nevolent heart  in  the  hour  of  death  v/hen  he  firmly 
believer  himself  and  all  his  dearest  friends  exposed 
to  such  a  fate  ?  Saurin,  a  distinguished  French 
divine,  after  preaching  a  sermon  to  prove  the  doc- 
trine of  endless  misery  said,  ^*I  sink,  I  sink  under 
the  avv^ful  v/eight  of  my  subject;  and  I  declare,  v^hen 
I  see  my  friends,  my  relations,  the  people  of  my 
charge,  this  whole  congregation;  when  I  think  that 
I,  that  you,  that  we  are  all  threatened  with  these 
torments;  when  I  see  in  the  lukewarmness  of  my  de- 
votion, in  the  languor  of  my  love,  in  the  levity  of 
my  resolutions  and  designs,  the  least  evidence,  tho^ 
it  be  only  presumptive,  of  my  future  misery,  yet  I 
find  in  the  thought  a  mortal  poison^  v/hich  diffusetb 
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itself  into  every  period  of  my  life,  rendering  society 
tiresome,  nourishmeM  insipid,  pleasure  disgustful  and 
Ufe  itself  a  cruel  hitter,  I  cease  to  wonder  that  the 
fear  of  hell  hath  made  some  mad  and  others  melan- 
choUy.^'  And  yet  Mr.  P.  thinks  the  doctrine  of  e- 
ternal  punishment  never  occasions  distress  in  a  dying 
hour  !  If  a  person  on  the  bed  of  death,  by  an  eye 
of  strong  faith,  should  behold  the  roarmg  tide  of  dam- 
nation, rolling  in  endless  surges  on  the  naked  souls 
of  millions  on  millions  of  the  human  race,  with  the 
awful  possibility  of  being  eternally  miserable  hmiself, 
would  that  prospect  afford  sweet  consolation  to  his 
sinking  heart  ?  God  in  mercy  deliver  us  from  such 
infernal  consolation  !  Would  not  such  a  prospect 
wring  the  feeling  heart  with  nameless  agony  ?  It 
is  admitted  that  believers  in  endless  misery  some- 
times die  in  peace  :  but  that  doctrine  is  no  part  of 
the  cause  of  that  peace,  it  is  *'a  mortal  poison- '  in  the 
cup  of  tlieir  joy — their  peace  arises  from  their  hope 
of  salvaiior^. — ^not  from  their  fear  of  damnation. 

But  ^'Universalism  frequently  leads  to  the  most 
distressing  apprehensions  on  a  death-bed."  So  says 
Mr.  P.  From  the  very  nature  of  the  case  his  state- 
ment cannot  be  true.  Would  it  give  a  person  dis- 
tress to  believe  he  should  soon  come  into  possession 
of  a  highly  valued  treasure  ?  Umversalists  believe 
the  whole  race  of  man  shall  be  purified  from  sin — ■ 
and  made  holy  and  happy  by  the  operation  of 
the  spirit  and  truth  of  God — and  be  received 
to  the  embrace  of  unbounded  love.  We  be- 
lieve all  nations,  families,  and  kindreds  of  the  earth 
are  heirs  of  that  divine  promise,  which  was  confirm- 
ed by  an  oath;  **that  by  two  immutable  things  in^ 
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which  it  was  impossible  for  God  to  he,  we  might 
have  attmig  consolation^  who  have  fled  for  refuge  to 
lay  hold  upon  the  hope  set  before  us;  which  hope  we 
have  as  an  anchor  of  the  soul,  both  siire  and  stead- 
fasty  and  which  entereth  into  that  within  the 
vail,  whither  the  forerunner  is  for  us  entered,  even 
Jesus,  made  an  high  priest  forever  after  the  order  of 
Melchisedec."  Is  it  possible  that  such  a  faith  can 
produce  distress  in  a  dying  hour  ?  No,  never.  It 
is  the  vjant  of  this  faith  that  produces  distress.  Ho 
who  cries  out  upon  his  death-bed  in  bitter  lamenta- 
tions '^declaring  that  he  is  going  to  helP'  is  not  a  be- 
liever in  Universalism,  if  he  weie,  he  could  not  use 
such  language.  Mr.  P.  says  ''I  have  attended  the 
death»bed  of  four  avowed  Universalists,  tv/o  of  them 
though  greatly  distressed  about  their  future  state,  did 
not  relinquish  their  former  sentiments,  till  within  a 
short  time  of  their  death.  One,  immediately  on  be- 
coming dangerously  ill  denied  that  he  had  ever  re- 
ally believed  the  doctrine  of  universal  salvation;  and 
the  fourth  seemed  altogether  insensible  to  the  sub- 
ject.'' Now  we  declare  that  neither  of  Mr.  P.'tJ 
'^avowed  Universalists^V was  a  real  Universalist  by 
his  own  showing.  The  two  first  v/ere  ^'greatly  dis- 
tressed about  their  future  state"  therefore  they  did  not 
believe  that  they,  and  all  their  fellow-creatures  would 
be  finally  happy.  The  third  "denied  that  he  had  ev- 
er really  believed  the  doctrine  of  universal  salvation." 
A  most  wonderful  Universalist  indeed  !  What  kind  " 
of  a  Presbyterian  is  that  man  who5never  really  believ- 
ed in  Presby  terianisni  ?  It  is  perfectly  disgusting  to 
h.e/ds  a  man  of  commoB  sense,  talk  of  a  Universalist 
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who  never  believed  in  Universalism  !  **The  fourth 
seemed  altogether  insensible  to  the  subject" — there- 
fore he  was  not  a  Universalist :  for  no  one  can  have 
the  boundless  love  of  God  shed  abroad  in  his  heart, 
and  at  the  same  time,  be  hisensihle  to  it.  Mr*  P.'s 
four  cases  of  avowed  Universalists  furnish  a  fair  spe-» 
cimen  of  the  foundation  of  those  little  stories  about 
the  death-bed  conversion  of  Universalists ,  which  are 
so  industriously  fed  out  to  the  ^'hungry  souls"  who 
rehsh  such  food  !  The  believer  in  eiernai  punish- 
ment who  testifies  with  his  dying  breath  that  his 
speculative  views  nave  been  right'*  furnishes  just  as 
much  evidence  that  his  system  is  correct,  as  the  U- 
niversahst  who  "testiiies  with  his  dying  breath  that 
his  speculative  views  have  been  right/' does  to  prove 
his  system  correct.  The  opinion  of  either  furnishes 
no  evidence  in  the  case. 

Mr.  P.'s  exhortation  to  avoid  Universalism  is 
worthless,  because  unsupported  by  reason  or  scrip- 
ture. 

We  honestly  beheve  Universalism  has  the  best 
moral  tendency  of  any  doctrine  ever  incalculated  a- 
mongst  mankind.  If  we  believed  it  productive  of 
immorality  we  would  abandon  it :  for  we  earnestly 
seek  to  prom.ote  the  holiness  and  happiness  of  man. 
Universalists  believe  all  mankind  have  been,  are,  or 
will  be  speedily,  adequately  and  certainlij  punished 
for  every  sin — and  rewarded  for  every  act  of  virtue > 
We  are  very  confident  this  faith  has  a  much  more 
salutary  moral  influence,  than  the  supposition,  that 
neither  virtue  nor  vice  is  rewarded  in  this  life— and 
that  while  vice  exposes  men  to  endless  misery— that 
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iiiiseiy  may  be  avoided  by  repentance  any  time  be- 
fore death.  The  tmcertainty  of  the  reward,  destroys 
its  influence  upon  the  mind  :  and  the  delusive  expec- 
tation of  PRESENT  ENJOYMENT,  gives  force  and  pow- 
er to  the  temptations  of  wickedness.  That  sin 
produces  present  happiness^  is  the  most  dangerous 
doctrine  that  can  be  taught  :  for  all  the  human  race 
ardently  desire  happiness,  and  pursue  that  course 
which  they  think  will  make  them  immediately  hap- 
py, running  all  hazards  in  relation  to  v/hat  is  distant 
and  tTiiieriaic.  No  doctrine  can  have  so  good 
moral  tendency  as  that  which  teaches  that  virtue  ia 
necessarily  productive  of  present,  or  immediate  hap- 
piness.     Peace,  O  virtue !  peace  is  all  thy  ov;n." 

The  perusal  of  Mr.  P. 's  fourth  lecture  brings  to 
mind  a  parable,  recorded  in  the  18th  chapter  of  Luke 
from  the  9th  to  the  i4th  verse  inclusive.  We  shall 
alter  the  substance  of  that  parable,  so  as  to  make  it 
apply  to  our  subject. 

Two  men  went  into  a  house  of  public  worship  to 
pray  :  the  one  a  Presbyterian,  and  the  other  a  Uni- 
versalist.  The  Presbyterian  stood  and  prayed  thus 
with  himself,  God,  I  thank  thee,  that  I  am  not  ae 
other  men;  extortioners,  unjust,  impure;  especially  do 
I  thank  thee, that  I  am  not  even  as  this  Universalist. 
I  fast  often;  I  pay  tithes  of  all  I  possess;  I  give  alms; 
I  support  missionaries;  I  disfigure  my  face;  I  go  to 
church  several  days  in  a  week  ;  I  pray  in  secret ;  I 
pray  in  my  family;  I  pray  in  public;  I  pray  a  great 
deal;  and  above  all,  I  believe  in  the  personal  exist- 
ence and  endless  dominion  of  the  Devil !  And  the 
Universalist  would  not  lift  up  so  much  as  his  eyes 
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unto  heaven  to  boast  of  any  thing  he  liad  done,  but 
smote  upon  his  breast,  saying,  God  be  merciful  to 
me  a  sinner;  O  be  merciful  to  all  sinners.  thou 
that  hearest  prayer,  unto  Thee  shall  all  flesh  come,'' 
Which  was  the  most  acceptable  prayer  ? 
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Shall  not  the  judge  of  all  the  earth  do  righty^^ 
Gen,  18.  25. 

Mr.  P.  says,  ^^since  we  have  proved  from  sev- 
eral unanswerable  arguments,  that  God  will  punish 
some  men  eternally  ;  we  may  infer  with  perfect  safe- 
ty, shat  eternal  punishment  is  strictly  and  properly 
just."  His  assertion  that  his  arguments  are  una7i- 
swerahky  does  not  make  them  so.  If  he  can  read 
what  we  have  written  in  reply  to  him,  and  then 
say  he  thinks  his  arguments  unanswerable,  we  are 
mistaken  in  the  man.  It  is  true,  our  arguments  may 
not  appear  to  others  as  they  do  to  us — therefore  v/e 
think  it  better  to  leave  the  decision  to  be  made  by 
others,  than  to  make  it  ourselves.  We  admit  it  might 
be  safely  inferred  that  eternal  punishment  is  just,  if 
it  had  been  proved  "  that  God  will  punish  some  men 
eternally."  But  we  are  perfectly  satisfied  that  Mr. 
P's  attempt  was  an  entire  failure. 

We  do  not  object  to  the  simJiitude  of  a  supposed 
man  of  affliction,  used  by  Mr.  P.  On  the  contrary 
we  think  it  is  necessary,  not  only  to  know  the  truth, 
but  to  knovv^  how  it  applies  to  our  particular  case, 
as  far  as  may  be  practicable. 

Mr.  P.  says  "it  is  not  our  object  in  this  lecture, 
to  prove  that  God  is  just  in  the  eternal  punishment 
of  the  wicked.  We  have  proved  that  he  will  in- 
flict itj  and  we  take  it  for  granted  that  the  judge  of 
all  the  earth  will  do  right."  We  will  here  meet  as- 
sertion with  assertion— and  confidently  appeal  to  the 
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arguments  we  have  used  on  this  important  question ^ 
We  say  Mr.  P.  has  not  proved  that  God  will  inflict 
endless  punishment  on  any  portion  of  mankind. 

His  fifth  lecture  is  designed  to  show  "the  consis- 
tency of  eternal  punishment  vfith  perfect  justice.'* 
He  says  ''If  we  fail  altogether,  it  is  still  a  fact  that 
God  will  punish  the  wicked  eternally  Scc."  This  we 
think,  should  be  altered  thus,  If  we  fail  altogether, 
it  is  still  a  fact  that  God  will  not  punish  the  wicked 
eternally  &c. 

Mr.  P.  says  "if  our  theory  should  not  be  perfect- 
ly satisfactory,  yet  tha  threatenings  of  God  will  be 
executed,  and  the  justice  of  his  proceednigs  will  fi- 
nally be  made  manifest.'^'  This  we  fully  believe. 
We  think  the  threatenings  of  God  will  cericmly 
be  executed :  but  he  has  never  threatened  endless 
Hiiseiy  to  man. 

Ao'?<in  he  says  "For  the  same  reason,  - » •  'that  v/e 
r-ebui^r  the  rash^^ess  of  those  who  i-^oidd  reason  from 
the  ^u'^'^'ce  of  God  against  the  punishment  which  he 
has  declarbd  ne  wiii  intlict  &c."  This  is  uncandid. 
Universal] sts  vfould  not  reason  from  the  justice  of 
God  against  the  punishm.ent  which  he  has  declared 
he  will  inflict — we  do  not  beheve  God  has  ever  de- 
clared he  will  inflict  endless  punishment.  Our  op- 
ponents have  affirmed,  times  without  number,  that 
God  has  threatened  endless  punishment ;  but  they 
have  never  adduced  any  proof  of  that  affirmation— 
and  we  think  they  never  will,  because  they  can  nev- 
er find  such  proof  in  the  bible. 

Mr.  P.  says  "All  punishment  is  designed  to  sup- 
port the  authority  of  a  violated  law."  If  that  be  the 
only  design  of  punishment,  how  does  it  differ  from 
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'Peialiation'l  We  think  punishment  is  not  cnly  de- 
signed to  support  the  authority  of  law,  but  also  to 
reclaina  the  offender.  This  latter  object  is  never  o- 
verlooked  by  any  good  being  who  has  authority  to 
punish  and  cibility  to  reclaim.  The  only  reason 
why  human  laws  ever  throw  away  human  life,  and 
thus  evidently  disregard  this  good,  or  r^-formation  of 
the  offender,  in  this  life,  is,  because  men  do  not  pos- 
sess the  power  to  control  the  heart,  or  reclaim  the 
offender.  We  seriously  question  the  rectitude  of 
those  sanguinary  laws,  by  which  the  lives  of  crimin- 
als are  ruthlessly  destroyed — laws  which  have  the 
sanction  of  barbarous  ages — but  are  evidently  not 
required  by  the  dictates  of  humanity — -the  tempera! 
welfare  and  reformation  of  the  criminal — ^the  safety 
of  community — nor  the  mild  gospel  of  Christ.  _  But 
this  is  not  the  time, nor  place  to  discuss  this  question 
The  evil  of  sin  should  ^'be  so  turned  upon  the  trans- 
gressor, that  his  punishment  shall  exert  a  counter  in- 
fluence against  the  influence  of  his  crime  but  this 
may  be  effectually  done  without  eternally  excluding  the 
sinner  from  enjoyment.  That  "we  have  laws  enact- 
ed against  various  crimes,  with  penalties  differing 
from  one  another''  shows  that  common  sense  teach- 
es mankind  that  there  are  different  degrees  in  crim- 
inality— consequently,  it  is  fair  to  conclude  that  no 
sin  is  of  infinite  demerit. 

1.  Mr.  P.  says  "there  are  good  reasons  for  think- 
ing that  no  other  penalty  to  the  divine  law  could  pro- 
duce so  much  holiness  and  happiness  in  the  universe^ 
as  eternal  punishment."  A  most  curiaus  position 
indeed  !  If  eternal  punishment  would  produce  more 
Ii0^0:es^      -bappiiie^s  in.  the  "^ii^-'Yergp,       '^ould.  be 
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derived  from  any  other  penalty  to  the  divine  law-— 
why  should  not  all  mankind  be  punished  eternally, 
that  tlie  full  benefits  of  eternal  misery  might  be  re- 
ceived by  all  the  creatures  of  God  ?    If  it  be  said, 
the  endless  misery  of  some  is  necessary  to  the  high- 
est happiness  of  others  }  I  reply ;  that  is  begging  the 
question.     Where  is  the  evidence  that  God  cannot 
make  some  of  his  creatures  as  happy  without,  as  with 
the  never  ceasing  misery  of  others  ?     That  evi- 
dence does  not  exist— the  supposition  is  a  mer^  sub- 
terfuge.   Mr.  P's.  position  seems  to  admit  that  the 
production  of  the  greatest  holiness  and  happiness  iii 
the  universe,  is  an  object  most  worthy  of  the  divine 
Being-    How  strangely  the  minds  of  men  are  blin- 
ded by  their  prejudices !     Is  it  not  intuitively  cer- 
tain that  the  greatest  degree  of  holiness  and  happi- 
ness in  the  mtelligent  universe  cannot  be  produced 
without  the  perfect  and  endless  felicity  of  every  ra- 
tional being  ?    Does  it  require  a  labored  argument 
to  show  that  a  pari  is  less  than  the  iohole  ?     It  is 
perfectly  clear  that  a  punishment  designed  to  effect 
the  reformation  of  sinners — a  punishment  accomplish- 
ing that  design 9  and  admitting  of  the  ultimate  recep- 
tion of  eternal  life  by  every  sinner,  would  produce 
far  more  holiness  and  liappiness  in  the  universe,  than 
could  be  produced  by  eternal  punishment.  Eternal 
punishment  would  be  an  eternal  dimmution  of  the 
felicity  of  the  moral  universe.    Mr.  P.  says  "there 
is  something  in  the  thought  of  punishment's  being  fi^ 
nal  and  remedileaSy  which  gives  it  more  influence  o- 
ver  the  mind  than  all  other  considerations  put  togeth- 
er."   Hgw  does  this  sentiment  accord  with  what  he 
.3dvanced  in  a  preceding  discourse  ?     In  his  ttird 


lecture  Du'r  author  said,  the  whole  force  of  the  di- 
vine govtrnment.  •  •  •  •  depends  upon  the  visible  cer- 
tainty of  revfards  and  punishments."  If  the  whole 
force  of  the  divine  government  depends  upon  the 
certainty  of  rewards  and  punishments — -that  certain- 
ty is  of  more  consequence  in  the  human  mind,  than 
any  consideration  whatever  relative  to  the  duration 
of  punishment :  consequently  he  v/as  mistaken  in 
his  opposing  statement. 

What  he  "saifT^  in  his  last  lecture  has  been  noti- 
ced. He  seems  to  doubt  whether  it  be  possible  ''in 
the  nature  of  things,  to  reclaim  one  sinner  from  his 
wanderings  unless  he  had  been  condemned  to  end- 
less punishment.''  How  very  different  was  Paul's 
view  of  the  cause  of  repentance.  '^Despisest  thou 
the  riches  of  his  goodness  and  forbearance  and  long 
suffering,  not  knowing  that  the  GOODiSi'ESS  of 
God  leadeth  thee  to  repentance  ?  Rom.  2.  4. 

Mr.  P.  says  "if  the  penalty  of  the  law  had  been 
that  sinners  shall  be  punished  until  they  repent,  it 
certainly  cannot  be  shown  that  one  soul  woukl  ever 
repent,  under  the  influence  of  such  a  penalty.^'  This 
is  a  mistake.  In  the  case  supposed,  the  penalty  of 
the  law  cd.nneoerhe  inflicted  till  all  sinners  shall  have 
been  brought  to  repentance  ! 

Mr.  P-  says,  "the  same  disposition  ivhich  now 
prevents  those  who  hold  to  a  limited  punishment, 
from  repenting  at  the  present  tim.e,  might  always 
operate  to  prevent  repentance.'-  1  reply,  the  same 
disposition  &c.  might  not  always  operate  to  prevent 
repentance  :  because  that  disposition  may  be  placed 
in  different  circumstances.  Again  the  same  disposi- 
tion which  noy/  prevents  those  who  hold  to  an  eadle*ss 
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punishment,  from  repenting  at  the  present  tirne^, 
might  always  operate  to  prevent  repentance  :  so  that 
endless  punishment,  for  voiight  that  appears,  possesses 
no  advantages  over  a  limited  punishment,  to  induce 
men  to  repent^  x"he  truth  is,  the  fear  of  punishment 
never  produces  genuine  repentance.  The  fear  of 
punishment  may  restrain  from  overt  acts  of  sin— and 
a  punishment  that  is  certain  and  unavoidable,  is 
much  more  efficient  for  that  purpose,  than  one  which, 
is  endless  and  may  be  avoided  by  repentance. 
That  repentance  will  absolve  sinners  from  the  just 
punishment  of  their  sins,  is  the  doctrine  of  Indul-' 
gencej  as  now  taught  by  a  majority  cf  Protestants  : 
but  we  think  it  no  more  favorable  upon  mankind 
in  its  moral  influence,  than  the  Catholic  doctrine  of 
Indulgences.  It  is  the  goodness  of  God  and  that  a- 
lone,  which  produces  true  repentance. 

On  his  93d.  page,  Mr.  P.  tells  much  about  what 
we  do  not  know — that  is,  he  makes  several  suppo- 
sitions, among  which  is  the  following  "we  know  not, 
but  gratitude  for  their  deliverance,  (deliverance  of 
those  who  will  be  saved  from  eternal  misery,)  will 
be  made  the  chief  means  by  which  they  shall  be 
Tendered  more  secure  than  were  the  angels  that  sin- 
ned. Yet  it  is  by  no  means  certain  that  they 
could  be  secured  unless  this  gratitude  arose  from 
a  deliverance  from  eternal  punishment,  and  un- 
less this  gratitude  were  kept  alive  by  a  constant 
example  of  some  who  were  justly  suffering  the  ven- 
geance of  eternal  fire.''  As  this  is  all  supposition^ 
about  which  he  knows  nothing,  we  will  also  make  a 
fsupposition — it  is  by  no  means  certain  they  could 
mt  be  secured,  unless  this  gratitude  ari§e  from  a  de* 
J  2 
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liveranee  from  eternal  punishment  &c.  As  Mr. 
p.  confessedly  knew  nothing  on  this  subject,  why 
did  he  make  a  supposition  so  horrible  ?  Could  his. 
eternal  felicity  be  increased  or  secur eii  by  the  endless 
agony  of  his  father,  mother,  wife,  children,  or 
any  other  part  of  the  human  race  ? .  What  shocking 
cruelty  there  is  in  the  religion  of  some  people  !  We 
sincerely  hope  their  hearts  revolt  at  their  sentiments. 
Such  a  supposition  is  not  only  dreadful  in  contem- 
plation, but  it  would  furnish  the  inhabitants  of  hell 
"with  one  source  of  unfailing  consolation— that  of 
knowing  that  their  sufferings  contribute  to  the  happi- 
ness of  their  fellov/  creatures-^ — a  consolation  which 
cheers  every  -  patriotic  and  benevolent  heart  in  the 
field  of  danger  and  of  battle,  and  in  every  sacrifice 
made  for  the  v/elfare  of  others.  Mr.  P.  says,  '^we 
know  not  the  comparative  magnitude  of  the  prison 
of  hell."  Why  then  does  he  attempt  to  found  an 
argument  upon  ignoraYtce  }  If  such  a  jail  must  al- 
ways exist,  the  smaller  it  is,  the  better.  Mr.  P.  is 
quite  modest  on  this  point  in  com.parison  with  some 
others.  Edwards  says  the  sight  of  hell  torments 
will  exalt  the  happiness  of  the  saints  forever.  It  will 
not  only  make  them  more  sensible  of  the  greatness 
and  freeness  of  the  grace  of  G  od  in  their  happiness  ; 
but  it  will  really  make  their  happiness  the  greater  ; 
as  it  will  make  them  more  sensible  of  their  happiness; 
it  will  give  them  a  more  lively  relish  of  it ;  it  will 
make  them  prize  it  more.  When  they  see  others 
who  were  of  the  same  nature  and  born  under  the 
same  circumstances,  and  they  so  distinguished,  oh  !  it 
will  make  them  sensible  how  happy  they  are.'' 
What  barbarity !    Such  sentiments  are  enough  to 
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chlil  the  purple  current  of  life  as  it  rushes  warm  frorn 
the  humau  heart ! 

Mr.  P.  says  "suppose  that  our  present  law  a- 
gainst  murder  required  that  the  murderer  should  suf- 
fer the  loss  of  his  right  hand,  instead  of  his  life.  It 
cannot  be  shown  that  the  increase  in  the  number  of 
sufferers,  would  not  more  than  make  up  the  amount 
of  punishment  which  is  endured  from  the  crime  of 
murder,  under  the  present  law  ;  while  the  dangers 
and  sufferings  of  the  innocent  might  be  increased  a 
thousand  fold."  To  this,  I  reply  ;  in  the  case  sup- 
posed, it  cannot  be  shovv^n  that  the  increase  in  the 
numbers  of  suffeiers  woidd  more  than  make  up  the 
amount  of  punishment  &c.;  therefore  his  supposition 
amoums  i:o  nothing.  We  have  already  shown  that  a 
limited  punishment  "saves  more  suffering,  prevents 
more  sin,  and  promotes  more  holmess"  than  an  end- 
less punishment  "'could  possibly  do."  We  are  as 
certain  of  this,  as  we  are  that  a  part  is  less  than  the 
wdiole. 

2.  It  is  not  unreasonable  to  suppose  that  the  guilt  of 
sinners  deserves  eternal  punishm.ent,  v>rhen  we  con- 
sider the  nature  of  sin."  So  says  Mr.  P.  He  says 
"the  doctrine  of  the  bible  which  teaches  us  that  it 
(sin)  deserves  eternal  punishment,  does  not  seem 
unreasonable."  Here  is  a  very  great  mistake.  The 
bible  does  not  teach  us  that  sin  deserves  eternal 
punishment.  This  we  thmk  we  have  already 
shown. 

Mr.  P.  says  "should  a  child  point  you  to  your 
duty  you  would  be  bound  to  follow  its  direction  ;  but 
if  an  elder  brother  had  urged  you  to  the  same  course, 
your  obligation  would  bQ  increased  3  if  your  father 
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commanded  it,  your  obligation  would  be  still  farthei- 
increased ;  but  if  that  same  father  were  clothed  with 
the  power  of  the  chief  Magistrate  of  the  nation,  and 
should  command  it  on  the  authority  of  the  lawsj  by 
w^hich  the  good  order  of  the  nation  is  secured,  how 
manifestly  would  your  obhgation  be  heightened.^' 
This  rule  to  determine  the  magnitude  of  sin  is  plau- 
sible, but  extremely  defective.  Though  he  has  not 
attempted  to  prove  it,  it  may  be  expedient  to  shov/ 
wherein  it  is  defective.  How  would  it  apply  to  an 
idiot  or  a  mmiiac  ?  Not  at  all.  How  w^ould  it  ap- 
ply to  infants  ?  It  would  not  be  adapted  to  their 
circumstances.  Why  not  ?  Because  they  do  not 
possess  capacity  to  understand  moral  laws.  Then 
Mr.  P.  has  omitted  one  important  consideration  in 
his  rule— that  is,  the  capacity  of  those  who  become 
transgressors.  Sin  is  necessarily  limited  by  the 
limited  powers  of  those  who  commit  it.  If  a  child 
should  so  point  any  person  to  his  duty,  as  to  make 
him  understand  it,  it  is  manifest  that  such  person 
would  be  under  as  strong  obligations  to  perform  that 
duty,  as  though  the  chief  Magistrate  of  the  nation  had 
communicated  the  knowledge  of  it,  or  had  comman- 
ded it.  As  soon  as  a  moral  being  knows  his  duty,let 
him  derive  that  knowledge  from  whom  he  may,  he 
is  under  as  strong  obligation  as  he  can  be,  to  perform 
it.  If  the  law  or  authority  sinned  against  be  infinite, 
sin  cannot  be  infinite,  because  committed  by  a  fadte 
being.  Man  cannot  sin  against  a  law  which  is  a- 
bove  his  capacity.  Such  a  law  would  virtually  be 
no  law  ;  and  where  there  is  no  law,  there  is  no  trans- 
gression. If  it  be  objected,  that  this  reasoning  ab- 
t^olves  man  from  infinite  authority.   J  answerat  does 


not : /because  Go  J  can,  and  does  govern  rnan  by  laws 
adapted  to  their  condition —consequently  those  laws 
are  -finite.  If  -one  man  sin  against  another,  the 
judge  shall  jud^^;e  him ;  but  if  a  man  sin  against  the 
Lord,  who  shdil  intreat  for  him."  If  one  man  sin 
against  aiiother,  or  against  the  Lord,  he  violates  a 
law  derived  from  the  same  source;  that  is,  from  God - 
But  we  thiftk  it  unreasonable  in  the  extreme,  to  sup- 
pose that  the  violation  of  any  law,  within  the  power 
of  man  to  violate,  should  deserve  endless  punish-^ 
ment 

Mr.  P.  says  ^^Sin  is  a  rejectoin  of  God's  eter- 
nal favor- — God  does  offer  to  sinners  his  continued 
and  everlasting  favor — he  sets  life  and  death  before 
them,  and  intreats  them  to  chovo.^e  life  ;  but  if  they 
give  up  voluntarily  eternal  life,  where  is  the  injus- 
tice of  leaving  them  ivithout  it  Again  he  says, 
^'however  great  the  blessing  rejected  may  be,  if  it 
be  gratuitously  and  kindly  offered,  and  is  rejected, 
you  deserve  to  lose  it.''  On  v/hat  principle  does 
the  v^ayvvard  child  vvho  rejects  some  proffered,paren- 
tal  favor,deserv  e  to  lose  that  favor  forever?  Certainly 
on  the  principle  of  retaliation,  and  no  other.  But 
wdrat  does  Mr.  ?.  mean  by  rejecting  God's  eternal 
favor  Is  God  so  capricious  that  his  favor  depends 
on  the  conduct  of  his  creatures  ?  As  well  might  it 
be  said  that  the  reception  of  existence  depends  on 
the  conduct  of  m_en  before  they  exist;  Reject  God's 
eternal  favor — it  is  impossible :  for  if  God's  favor 
can  be  rejected,  it  is  not  etenial,  in  the  most  unlimi- 
ted sense  of  the  word  The  favor  of  Go'J  is  not 
contingent,  but  underived,  unchangeable  and  endless. 
It  is  the  source  of  every  blessing  received  by  every 
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creature.  It  is  a  famr  to  sinners  to  be  puulshed 
they  deserve.  But  what  does  Mr.  P.  mean  when 
he  says,  "God  does  offer  to  smners  his  continued  and 
everlasting  favor?  Does  ne  mean  that  God  hypo- 
critically offers  his  everlasting  favor  to  Calvinistic  rep- 
robates, whom  he  has  doomed  to  an  endless  hell,  by  a 
changeless  decree  recorded  in  the  archives  of  heav- 
en from  the  numberless  ages  of  eternity-?  Or  will 
he  deny  his  Calvinism  as  many  do,  and  say  God  of- 
fers his  everlasting  favor  to  millions  of  those  whom 
he  infallibly  knows  will  eternally  reject  it — 'Whom 
he  unfeelingly  created  with  the  certain  knowledge 
that  they  would  writhe  in  the  keenest  torture  "ages 
of  hopeless  end"?  In  either  case,  we  do  not  pre- 
cisely understand  what  he  means  by  his  supposed 
offers  of  eternal  favor. 

Our  author  says  "another  thing,  which  clearly  e- 
vinces  the  consistency  of  eternal  punishment  with 
perfect  justice,  is  the  fact,  that  sinners,  when  they 
are  convinced  of  sin,  feel  that  they  deserve  eternal 
punishment." 

The  fact  that  sinners  feel  that  they  deserve  eter- 
nal punishment,  clearly  evinces  the  consistency  of 
that  punishment  with  perfect  justice  !  Mr.  P.  seems 
to  have  placed  very  great  dependence'upon  this  fact: 
for  he  says  J  it  clearly  evinces  He  did  not 

speak  with  so  much  confidence  on  any  position  assu- 
med in  his  fifth  Lecture.  If  an  argument  founded 
on  the  feelings  and  prejudices  of  mankind  be  valid  ; 
we  may  prove  that  the  Hindoo  Churuku,  or  hook 
swinging — -and  their  still  more  shocking  practice  of 
burning  widows  on  the  funeral  pile  of  their  decea- 
sed husbands  ^  clearly  evinces  the  consistency  of 


those  practices,  with  perfect  justice  :  for  the  misera^ 
ble  victims  of  those  barbarities, /ee/  that  those  prac- 
tices are  justjright  8^  necessary!  All  the  fooleries — all 
the  cruelties  of  superstition,  in  all  ages  and  all  coun- 
tries may  be  proved  to  be  consistent  with  perfect 
justice,  according  to  Mr.  P's.  mode  of  proving  the 
consistency  of  eternal  punishment  with  perfect  jus- 
ti6e  !  We  think  if  our  author  had  taken  a  second 
thought,  ha  woiild  not  have  laid  down  a  position  so 
absurd.  He  thinks  the  feelings  and  opinions  of  those 
sinners,  who  do  not  believe  they  deserve  eternal 
punishment  prove  nothing  against  the  justice  of 
it:  to  this,it  is  replied,  then  the  feelings  and  opinions 
of  those  who  think  the  burning  cf  widows  on  the 
funeral  pile  unreasonable,  hihumaii  and  irreligious^ 
prove  nothing  against  the  perfect]  ustice  of  that  practice! 

Why  do  so  many  sinners  acknowledge  they  de- 
serve to  be  eternalkv  miserable  ?  We  think  there 
is  no  m^ystery  in  this.  *^When  the  people  saw  that 
Moses  delayed  to  come  down  out  of  the  mount,  the 
people  gathered  themselves  together  unto  Aaron ^ 
and  said  unto  him,  up,  make  us  gods,  which  shall  go 
before  us  ;  for  as  for  this  Moses,  the  man  that  brought 
us  up  out  of  the  land  cf  Egypt,  w^e  wot  not  what  is 
become  of  him.  And  Aaron  said  unto  thenij  Break 
off  the  golden  ear-rings,  which  are  in  the  ears  of  your 
wives,  of  your  sons,  and  of  your  daughters,  and 
bring  them  unto  me.  And  all  the  people  break  off 
the  golden  ear-rings,  w^hich  were  in  their  ears,  and 
brought  them  unto  Aaron.  And  he  received  them 
at  their  hand,''  (Aaron  acted  like  a  modern  clerical 
beggar)  ''-and  fashioned  it  with  a  graving  toolMi-- 
^^x  he.  had  made  it  a  molten  calf^         When  Mo- 


called  Aaron  to  an  account  for  this  wickedness'^ 
Ills  excuse  was,  ^Hhou  knowest  the  people  that  they 
are  set  on  mischief  -  •  •  •  •  *  •  <=  and  I  said  unto  them, 
whosoever  hath  any  gold,  let  thein  lireak  it  off. 
So  they  gave  it  me  :  and  then  I  cast  it  into  the  lire 5 
and  there  came  out  this  calf^  What  a  hypocnte 
Aaron  was!  He  meant  to  deceive  Moses  by  omitting 
to  state  a  most  important  particular  "he  fashioned  it 
with  a  graving  tool  whereas  he  would  fain  have 
Moses  think  a  golden  calf  had  been  miraculously  pro- 
duced !  The  people  v/ere  bent  on  mischief  and  he 
was  vviUing  to  gratify  them  in  it ! 

Our  clergy  very  carefaiiy  teach  children  they  de- 
serve to  be  eternally  miserable.  If  this  be  true,  the 
ivjustice  of  God  is  th^  only  foundation  of  their  hope 
of  salvation  !  Nothing  in  all  the  works,  providence, 
or  word  of  God  would  ever  suggest  the  idea  that 
sinners  dcsfrce  endless  wo.  But  when  people  have 
been  thoroughly  trained  with  traditionary  notions  ; 
the  preacher  will  w^ork  himself  into  a  phrenzy,  and 
his  hearers  into  a  consternation,  by  portraying  the 
burning-  vengeance  of  an  almighty  destroyer,  and 
'Hhe  lively  bright  horrors of  an  endless  hell ;  where 
misery  will  be  sufficiently  keen  and  lasting  to  cause 
the  veriest  savage  in  the  universe  to  shed  tears  of 
blood  !  Then,  a  revival, founded  on  the  fear  of  hell, 
commences.  Young  people,  especially  females,  be- 
come dreacifulfy  frightened.  Then  the  preacher, who 
has  conjured  up  this  artificial  storm,  questions  con- 
verts :  Is  your  nature  totally  depraved  ?  Yes.  Do 
you  hate  God?  Yes.  Does  the  justice  of  God 
sequire  your  endless  misery  Yes  Are  you  v/illing 
to  be  dajnned  forever  ?    Yese    It  is  all  y^s.  The 


xmnd  is  completely  captivated.  If  modem  clergy- 
men have  not  used  graving  tool,"  they  have  fash^ 
zoned  every  one  of  the  notions  in  question.  To 
cap  the  climax  of  absurdity,  they  sometimes  refer 
to  the  very  feelmgs  and  opinions  which  they  have- 
produced,  to  shew  "the  consistency  of  eternal  pun- 
ishment with  perfect  justice !" 

Mr.  P's.  similitude  of  '^a  man  in  England  accu- 
sed of  murder"  S^x.  is  irrelevant ;  because  he  was 
a  hypocrite — and  was  conscious  of  his  guilt  while  de- 
fending himself :  but  those  sinners  who  do  not  think 
they  deserve  eternal  punishment  are  not  conscious 
of  meriting  it. 

Mr.  P.  says  '^From  our  subject  thus  illustrated^ 
we  miay  see  why  the  saints  will  be  satisfied  with  the 
divine  conduct,  in  the  eternal  punishmient  of  the 
v/icked.  They  are  represented  in  the  scriptures  as 
looking  upon  the  sufferings  of  the  lost,  and  as  prai- 
sing God  and  shouting  Alleluia  as  the  smoke  of  their 
torment  ascends  up  before  them  forever  and  ever. 
They  rejoice  not  in  the  sufferings  of  the  damned,  but 
in  the  justice  of  God"  &c.  Here  again  Mr.  P. 
has  relied  solely  on  tradition  to  give  the  impression 
that  the  subject  to  vdiich  he  refers,  alludes  to  eternal 
punishment — that  the  saints  look  upon  the  sufferings 
of  the  jb  tUy  lost — that  the  smoke  of  their  torment 
ascending  up  forever  and  ever,  should  be  taken  in  an 
unlimited  sense  &c.  Ke  has  adduced  no  proof  of 
these  things.  Ke  must  know  that  the  phrase  forever 
and  ever  is  frequently  used  in  a  limited  sense  in 
scripture.  There  are  many  considerations  which  in- 
duce the  belief  that  the  punishment  of  Babylon  is  in 
this  vrorkh  for  'Hhe  merchants  of  the  earth  shall 
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weep  &  mourn  over  her"  &c.  See  Heveiations-  Msr  ^ 
P.  says  "so  clear  may  we  suppose  will  be  the  jus- 
tice of  God  in  the  punishment  of  the  wicked,  that 
it  will  be  impossible  that  any  should  refrain  from 
heartily  approving  of  the  sentence  which  dooms 
them  to  endless  punishment."  If  they  heartily  ap- 
prove of  that  sentence,  they  not  only  ought  to  be 
damned,  but  will  undoubtedly  be  happier  there  than 
they  could  be  any  where  else  ! 

Mr.  P's.  last  paragraph  contains  nothing  of  note  jex- 
cept  the  recognition  of  the  grand  principle  that  the  di 
vine  government  should  regard  '^the  greatest  good"  of 
the  universe — and  the  idea  that  the  everlasting  favor 
of  God,  may  be  given  up.  Both  these  particulars 
have  been  answered. 

"  Shall  not  the  judge  of  all  the  earth  do  right?" 
We  consider  this  a  question  in  form,  but  not  in  fact. 
It  appears  to  be  equivalent  to  a  positive  declaration 
that  the  Judge  of  all  the  earth  v/ill  do  right.  To 
treat  all  according  to  their  deserts  without  any  partiali- 
ty, would  be  to  do  right.  '^Justice  and  judgment 
are  the  habitation  of  thy  throne  :  mercy  and  truth 
shall  go  before  thy  face."  Ps.  89.  14.  Justice  re- 
quires that  a  proper  distinction  be  made  between 
the  righteous  and  the  wicked.  '*Say  ye  to  the  right- 
eous that  it  shall  be  well  with  him:  for  they 
shall  eat  the  fruit  of  their  doings.  Wo  unto  the 
wicked  !  It  shall  be  ill  with  him  :  for  the  reward 
of  his  hands  shall  be  given  him."  Isa.  1,  10,  11. 
Justice  will  treat  all  according  to  their  deserts  ;  but 
justice  is  essentially  different  from  cruelty.  God 
knows  the  character  of  all  creatures — he  has  power 
to  do  justice  and  is  unchangeable.    If  any ^  or  all  of 
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tlie  human  race  deserve  eternal  misery,  i(  is  jui>i  as 
certain  that  they  will  receive  it,  as  it  is,  that  God 
ivill  do  justice  !  It  all  sinners  deserve  eternal  mis- 
ery, every  hope  of  salvation  must  be  founded  on  the 
injustice  of  God !  Not  only  is  God  a  being  of  jus- 
tice and  judgment,  but  mercy  and  truth  go  before 
his  face.  The  veracity  of  God  requires  that  all  his 
threatenings,  and  all  his  promises  should  be  strictly 
and  faithfully  fulfilled ;  therefore  the  promises  and 
threatenings  should  not  be  so  construed  as  to  stand  in 
direct  opposition  to  each  other — lest  one,  or  the  oth- 
er be  violated.  The  justice  and  mercy,  and  all  other 
attributes  of  God  harmoniously  seek,  and  will  pro- 
duce the  greatest  good  of  the  whole  universe. 
Mercy  does  not  oppose  a  just  punishment,  and  jus- 
tice does  not  prevent  the  reception  of  divine  mercy, 
"Mercy  and  truth  are  met  together,  righteous- 
ness and  peace  have  kissed  each  other."  "Alleluia; 
salvation,  and  glory,  and  lienor,  and  power  unto  the 
Lord  our  God." 
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^^ProdQ  all  things  :  hold  fast  that  ivhich  is  goodJ^ 
Thess.  5.  21.  ' 

Free  and  candid  inrestigation  is  imdovibtedly 
encouraged  and  required,  by  tbebibie.  That  pre- 
cious book  clearly  exhibits  the  moral  character  of 
man.  In  the  language  of  Mr.  P.  "It  places  the 
whole  race  upon  one  level  •  •  •  -  it  shows  thai  no 
Kuan  has  a  right  to  dictate  finother'^s  belief- 
that  every  individual  is  solemnly  bound  to  inves- 
tigate (ind  understand  the  troth  for  himself,''  The 
bible  "gives  no  eountenance  to  thoughtlessness 
by  making  religious  doctrines  2  matter  of  indiffer- 
ence." The  Bible  not  only  represents  the  Sav- 
iour as  the  light  of  die  world,  bot  as  possessing 
aiBpie  power  to  accomplish  that  mission  of  divine 
and  iiifiuite  mercy,  which  he  came  into  the  world 
to  estiiblish,  ^^The  Son  of  man  is  come  to  seek 
and  to  save  that  which  was  lost.''  Jesus  said  "All 
power  is  given  unto  me  in  heaven  and  in  earth." 
AH  mankind  v/ere  lostj  Jesus  came  to  seek  and 
save  them.  There  cau  be  no  failure  in  the  ac- 
complishment of  that  most  benevolent  object. — • 
The  more  thoroughly  we  search  and  understand 
the  scriptures,  the  more  lovely  does  the  divine 
character  appear,  as  manifested  through  him  who 
is  "the  brightness  of  the  Father's  glory  and  the 
esxpr^ss  image  ©f  his  person."    The  more  clearly 
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we  understand  the  divine  character  and  purpos- 
es, the  more  perfectly  are  we  at  peace  with  God^ 
ourselves,  and  all  mankind. 

While  we  are  required  to  prove  all  things  re- 
lating to  our  spiritual  interests,  we  are  command- 
ed to  hold  fast  that  which  is  good.  Whatever  is 
not  really  good  is  to  be  rejected.  What  good  to 
the  intelligent  universe  can  result  from  endless 
misery  ?  Will  it  be  good  to  those  who  suffer  it  ? 
O,  no  :  it  will  be  to  them  the  worst  of  all  possible 
evils*  Will  it  do  the  Divine  Being  any  good  to 
behold  the  feeble  creatures  of  his  own  power  in 
hopeless  sorrow.?  Certainly  not :  for  God  is  per- 
fectly happy  in  himself — he  is  independent  of  all 
creatures.  Will  it  do  any  good  to  those  who  are 
saved,  to  know  that  vast  multitudes  of  their  fel- 
low-creatures, whom  they  are  bound  to  love  as 
they  love  themselves,  are  eternally  excluded  from 
the  divine  mercyjand  subjected  to  the  keenest  tor- 
ture ?  No.  The  doctrine  of  endless  misery  is 
not  good — it  is  an  eternal  evil — it  is  an  eternal 
diminution  of  the  happiness  of  the  intelligent  uni- 
verse— therefore  we  should  not  hold  it  fast. 

In  our  first  sermon,  we  took  notice  of  Mr.  P,'s 
direct  arguments  in  favor  of  endless  misery. 

1.  Concerning  the  promises  of  the  gospel,  we 
admitted; 

That  they  embraced  perfect  holiness  and  e- 
ternal  happiness.  There  was  no  need  of  any  dis- 
cussion on  this  point. 

3.  We  proved  that  if  we  confine  the  prom- 
ises of  God  to  a  certain  class — that  is,  the  right- 
eous, none  can  be  eternally  excluded  from  the 
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benefits  eftliose  promises;  for  the  time  will  come 
when  all  shall  be  holy.  We  also  proved  that  Mr. 
P.  had  mistaken  the  nature  of  the  promises :  for 
all  families^  all  n  ations,  and  all  kindreds  of  the 
eartu  are  uacoiiiitionahy  prowiseci  justifieatioa 
thro agh  faith  in  Christ— that  no  law  csh  prevent 
the  ft!<fiime:3t  of  the  promises,  for  they  were  coa- 
firmea  hy  the  ioiiriitaDle  oath  of  God. 

S.  We  stated  that  Mr.  P.^s  passages,  which  he 
said  contrasted  the  future  state  of  the  righteo«s 
and  the  wicked,  did  not  apply  to  a  future  state, 
but  receive  their  fulfilment  in  this  life— and  Mr. 
P.  did  no;  atrempi  to  prove  the  correctness  of  his 
application  of  those  passages.  We  also  proved 
that  the  passage,  on  which  he  cniefiy  relied  for 
his  future  contrast,  received  its  accomplishment 
in  this  world. 

4.  We  proved  that  neither  of  the  texts,  which 
Mr.  Po  had  quoted  to  show  that  men  are  in  dan- 
ger ol  an  endless,  or  eternal  punishment,  amounts 
to  any  proof  of  such  danger—that  the  words  sig- 
nifying duration,  and  applied  to  punishment,  are 
frequently  used  in  a  limited  serise  in  scripture  ; 
that  the  destruction  of  soul  and  body  in  Gehenna 
or  hell,  does  not  refer  to  misery  beyond  the  grave, 
and  we  have  reason  to  believe  God  is  able  to  do 
many  things  v/hich  he  never  wilt  do. 

5.  We  examined  the  class  of  texts  adduced  by 
Mr.  p.  to  show  that  the  punishment  of  some  men 
is  remediless — that  they  never  shall  have  for- 
giveness &c.  and  proved  that  neither  of  those  texts 
furnishes  the  least  evidence  of  the  truth  of  the 
position,  to  which  he  applied  them~taat  while 


isoine  of  those  texts  prohibit  forgiveness  for  a  cer- 
taia  period,  or  under  certain  cireunistaiices,  they 
do  i30t  prevent  the  rec  yuon  of  diviiie  grace  and 
forgiveness  througliout  eternity. 

Our  next  sermon  was  devoted  to  the  examina- 
tion of  Mr.  P.'s  pretended  refutation  of  Univer- 
saiist  arguments.  We  showed  chat  the  justice  oi 
God  iorms  the  basis  of  an  important  argument  in 
favor  of  UniversaliGm,  because  God  is  not  only 
just  in  himself,  but  seeks  to  render  all  his  crea- 
tures just,  and  his  designs  must  be  eifected — that 
Jesus  came  to  fullil  the  moral  law  in  every  jot 
and  tittlcj  which  cannot  be  done,  till  every  ra- 
tional being  shall  love  God  with  all  his  heart  and 
his  fellov/  creatures  as  himself. 

In  reply  to  Mr,  P.'s  position  chat  justice  re- 
quires something  more  than  a  mere  discipline 
intended  for  the  good  of  the  offender,  wt?  proved 
that  infinite  evil  cannot  exist  in  the  universe 
w^ithout  impeaching  ttie  divme  Bemg^ — that  infi- 
nite goodness  always  ra?kes  use  of  the  best  possi- 
ble means  to  make  ail  creatures  happy — that  if 
there  can  be  no  curse  unless  it  be  endless,  Mr. 
P.  and  ?\\  other  sinners  are  in  a  condition  entire- 
ly hopeless. 

2.  We  proved  that  while  sinners  may  demand 
a  deliverance  fromvsuftering  after  they  have  suf- 
fered all  tbat  justice  requires;  yet  they  could  not 
demand  salvation  on  the  ground  of  law :  because 
their  suiferings  might  be  terminated  by  annihila- 
tion. Every  sinner,  therefore,  is  entirely  depen- 
dent on  the  free  grace  of  God  for  salvation  and 
eternal  life,  though  he  joaust  suffer  all  the  punish- 


meni  justice  requires — because  the  Judge  of  all 
the  earth  will  do  rights 

4.  We  showed  that  the  justice  and  mercy  of 
God  harmonize — that  justice  must  be  violated, 
or  forgiv^eness  is  not  incompatible  with  a  just  pun- 
ishment. 

5.  We  showed  that  Christ  does  not  deliver 
men  from  the  curse  of  the  law  in  such  manner  as 
to  exonerate  them  from  the  just  punishment  of 
their  sins— but  that  he  delivers  them  from  the 
curse  of  the  law  by  delivering  them  from  sin  it- 
self, and  Universalists  are  misrepresented  when 
it  is  said,  we  believe  Christ  delivers  sinners  "from 
the  means  of  repentance." 

2.  We  examined  Mr.  P. 's  considerations  des- 
igned to  show  that  justice  is  not  satisfied  with  a 
mere  discipline,  intended  for  the  good  ol  the  suf- 
ferers. We  showed  that  all  the  punishments  of 
sinners  must  be  compatible  with  the  exercise  of 
parental  kindness,  or,  God  is  a  malignant  and  re- 
vengeful being — that  to  treat  one  sinner  on  a  dif- 
ferent principle  from  that,  on  which,  other  sin- 
ners are  treated,  would  be  partiality^  that  what 
the  law  saith  to  one  sinner,  it  says  to  all  sinners, 
that  parents  never  cast  off  a  child  finally,  unless 
deficient  in  power  to  govern  or  reclaim  it — that 
God  is  not  deficient  in  power,  will  or  means 
for  the  salvation  of  every  sinner. 

1.  It  was  shown  that  it  is  mere  assumption,  a 
begging  of  the  question  indeed,  to  say  sinners  de- 
serve eternal  punishment;  for  no  evidence  of  that 
position  has  been  produced — that  if  some  sinners 
who  deserve  endless  misery  be  forgiven,  andoth- 


eis  liot  fbrgiven,  thay  would  not  Tje  treated  a- 
like. 

2.  In  reply  to  Mr.  P.'s  arguments  on  the  posi- 
tion that  life  is  too  short  for  a  man  to  contract  guilt 
enough  to  deserve  eternal  punishment,  it  was  re- 
plied that  the  shortness  of  human  life;  unconnect- 
ed with  any  other  consideration,  is  not  an  argu- 
ment relied  on  by  Universalists,  to  show  that 
sinners  do  not  deserve  eternal  punishment — that 
man  does  not  possess  the  capacity  to  commit  a  sin 
which  deserves  eternal  punishment,  whether  he 
be  a  longer  or  shorter  period  of  time  in  commit- 
ting it. 

3.  In  reply  to  Mr.  P's.  arG;uments  on  the  posi- 
tion, the  creaiure  is  finite  and  therefore  cannot 
destrrve  an  eadiess  punishment — -it  was  proved 
that  no  being  in  the  universe  can  commit  an  in- 
finite sin— that  it  would  be  cruel  and  unjust  for 
God  to  give  an  endlessly  cursed  existence  to  any 
creature,  and  he  always  knew  the  final  destiny 
of  all  creatures. 

4.  To  the  position,  that  because  sinners  live 
several  years  in  this  woild  V/ithout  being  reclaim- 
ed— without  any  impeachment  of  the  divine  jus- 
tice— there  is  ^no  injustice  in  leaving  them  in 
sin  and  misery  to  all  eternity;'  we  replied,  this  is 
arguing  in  a  circle.  By  this  rule,  if  a  man  can 
live  without  food  six  hours,  he  can  thus  live  one 
hundred  years !  We  also  proved  that  God  pun- 
ishes his  creatures  for  ih^ix  good ^  and  for  no  oth- 
er purpose.  Punishment  must  therefore  be  lim- 
ited, that  they  may  receive  the  good  designed  for 
them. 


118 


5.  In  reply  to  Mr.  P.'s  feeble  attempt  to  refute 
the  arguments  of  Universalists  drawn  from  the  uni- 
Tersal  goodness  of  God,  we  showed  that  if  the 
justice  of  God  is  consistent  with  his  goodness, 
then  justice  never  required  the  endless  misery  of 
those  who  are  to  be  saved.  If  the  goodness  of 
God  would  exclude  all  real  suifering  from  the  u- 
Diverse,  on  the  same  principle  that  it  excludes 
endless  suffering;  then  the  goodness  which  for- 
bids us  to  kill  a  man  by  lingering  torture,  would 
forbid  us  from  giving  him  pain  enough  to  ampu- 
tate a  limb,  to  save  his  life  !  We  also  proved  that 
the  greatest  good  of  the  universe  requires  the 
greatest  good  of  each  individual  of  the  universe, 
therefore  according  to  Mr.  P.  the  argument  Uni- 
versalists draw  from  the  universal  goodness  of 
God  ^'amounts  to  something."  We  also  showed 
that  every  good  parent  will  subject  his  children  to 
any  suffering,  which  he  is  certain  will  be  benefi- 
cial to  them — that  there  is  a  wide  difference  be- 
tween any  temporal  snfteimg — and  never-ending 
misery.  The  former  does  not,  and  the  latter  does 
exclude  its  subjects  from  all  possible  good.  If 
the  goodness  of  God  is  universal,  unchangeable 
and  eternal,  all  beings  will  always  share  in  it. 

3.  In  reply  to  Mr.  P.'s  arguments  relative  to 
the  universality  of  the  atonement,  we  showed  that 
atonement  is  reconciliation^  and  as  he  admits  it  to 
be  universal^  all  will  of  course  be  reconciled  to 
God.  "God  was  in  Christ  reconciling  the 
WORLD  unto  himself."  No  created  power  can 
prevent  it.  We  also  showed  that  faith  does  not 
alter  the  trutfi;  consequently  if  God  has  not  given 
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eieiaal  lite  in  Christ  to  every  human  being,  there 
is  no  truth  on  the  subject,  for  some  to  believe, 
except  that  they  will  be  damned  ! 

4.  In  reply  to  Mr.  P.'s  arguments  concerning 
the  direct  testimony,  which  Universalists  bring 
from  the  scriptures,  we  have  shown  that  if  the 
words,expressive  of  duration, which  the  scriptures, 
apply  to  the  punishment  of  the  wicked,  prove  that 
punishment  to  be  endless — then  the  same  words 
having  been  applied  to  the  Mosaic  Dispensation, 
with  equal  force,  prove  the  endless  duration  of 
that  Dispensation,  consequently  Christianity  is  an 
imposition !  We  also  think  we  fully  proved  that 
Mr.  P.  has  not  weakened  any  one  of  the  passa- 
ges, which  he  noticed  as  direct  testimony  in  fa- 
vor of  Universalism;  but  notwithstanding  all  he 
has  said,  those  passages  still  remain,  furnishing 
clear  and  positive  testimony  in  favor  of  universal 
salvation. 

In  reply^to  Mr.  P.'s  third  lecture  which  con- 
tained an  argument  drav/n  from  the  providences 
of  God,  and  designed  to  confirm  the  doctrine  of 
endless  misery,  it  was  shown  that  God  takes  ven- 
geance on  sinners,  not  merely  to  retaliate  on  them 
but  for  their  ultimate  good — that  there  are  direct 
intimations  of  mercy  in  some  of  the  most  dread- 
ful judgments  of  God  upon  sinners— that  argu- 
ments drawn  from  analogy  are  uncertain — that  if 
strict  justice  be  not  done  to  individuals  in  this 
life,  and  a  principle  of  action  which  is  at  one  time 
consistent  with  God  is  eternally  consistent,  then 
strict  justice  never  will  be  rendered  to  individu- 
als and  the  divine  government  will  be  eternally 


incompiete! — that  Mr.  V^s premises.^  as  well  as  his 
analogical  reasoning,  were  wrong;  for  God  is  now 
acting  upon  a  principle  which  exhibits  an  intention 
to  punish  all  sinners  justly,  and  to  show  mercy  to  all 
mankind,  and  as  God  is  unchangeable,  the  argument 
from  analogy  favors  the  doctrine  of  universal  holiness 
and  happiness,  and  pleads  for  the  eternal  expression 
of  boundless  goodness,  and  nnbending  justice. 

In  our  reply  to  Mr.  Vh.  fourth  lecture,  which 
was  designed  to  show  that  Universalism  does  not 
produce  a  religious  life  ;  while  the  system  opposed 
to  it  does  produce  genuine,  practical  piety ;  we  en- 
deavored to  show  that  Universalism  does  lead  many 
persons  publicly  to  profess  religion — to  lead  a  truly 
prayerful  and  virtuous  life — to  make  active  exertions 
to  send  the  gospel  to  the  destitute- — that  it  often  re- 
claims men  from  a  life  of  sin — that  it  never  did  and 
never  can  occasion  distressing  apprehensions  on  a 
death-bed  ;  for  it  is  v/ant  of  faith  in  it,  that  produ- 
ces distress.  In  all  these  particulars,*  we  showed 
Mr.  P's.  mistake,  and  that  Universalism  possesses, 
m  every  respect  the  most  salutary  moral  influence 
upon  mankind — ^ond  consequently  possesses  the  high- 
est claims  to  be  considered  the  cruth  of  God. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  P's.  fifth  lecture,  it  was  shown 
that  a  limited  punishment,  designed  to  reclaim  sin- 
ners, and  succeeded  by  holiness,  would  necessarily 
produce  more  happiness  in  the  universe  than  could  be 
produced  by  the  endless  punishment  of  a  part  of  the 
human  race—consequently  that  a  limited  punishment 
is  most  compatible  with  the  greatest  good  of  the  uni- 
verse,  and  with  the  infinite  goodness  and  glory  of 
God.    It  was  also  shown  that  it  was  unreasonable 
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10  suppose  sinners  deserve  eternal  punishment  when 
we  consider  that  every  power  and  faculty  which 
man  possesses  is  finite  or  hmited,  and  though  sin  is 
exceedingly  sinful,  it  is  *  not  infinite.  It  was  also 
shown  that  the  only  reason  why  sinners  confess  that 
they  deserve  eternal  punishment^is  because  they  are 
first  carefully  taught  that  they  must  feel  and  acknowl- 
edge that  the  justice  of  God  dooms  them  to  eternal 
wo — ^nd  perhaps  admit  that  they  are  willing  to  be 
damned,  in  order  that  they  may  be  saved!  For  a 
person  to  say  he  is  willing  to  be  damned  forever,  is 
no  more,  nor  less  than  to  say,  I  love  God  so  perfect- 
ly that  I  arn  iviuing  to  hate  him  eternally  ! 

In  this  course  of  sermons,  we  have  endeavored, 
not  only  to  refute  Mr,  P.  but  also  to  show  that 
Universalism  is  estabhshed  upon  an  immoveable  ba- 
sis. How  far  we  have  succeeded,  others  must  de- 
termine. 

Mr.  P's.  highly  colored  supposition  concerning 
one  of  the  ' 'superior  planets" — its  inhabitants,  laws 
&c.  is  inapplicable  to  the  condition  of  human  beings. 
Admitting  what  he  supposes,  his  conclusion  would 
be  correct.  But  the  facts  in  relation  to  man  are 
widely  different  from  his  supposition.  Mr.  P.  hap- 
pens to  think, 

^'None  ever  felt  the  baUer  draw^ 
With  good  opinion  of  the  law. 

If  endless  misery  may  be  compared  to  a  halter," 
it  will ''draw"  as  closely  around  Mr.  P.  as  any  oth- 
er sinner.     If  he  can  make  his  escape  from  his 
own  principle.s,  we  think  others  need  not  despair. 
''We  live  in  a  province  of  Jehovah's  empire." 


1^ 

In  the  statute  book  which  he  has  given  us,  he  has 
unconditionaily,  promised  spiritual  blessings  in  Christ 
to  all  nations,  famihes,  and  kindreds  of  the  earthy 
and  we  believe  he  will  fulfil  those  promises.  God 
has  given  us  no  contrast  between  those  who  shall  be 
eternally  happy  and  those  who  shall  be  eternally 
miserable.  There  is  no  intimation  of  losing  the  soul 
in  such  manner  that  it  cannot  be  found.  All  the 
punishments  threatened  for  sin  are  without  remedy — - 
that  13— they  are  certain  to  be  inflicted — but  "God 
will  not  cast  off  forever."  We  see  God  acting  up-- 
on  the  principle  of  impartial  ]m\ACQ  in  making  every 
one  as  miserable  as  he  is  sinful — we  see  him  acting 
upon  the  plinciple  of  hnpartial  goodness  in  extend- 
ing his  tender  mercies  over  all  his  v^^orks — and  we 
think  his  mercy  endureth  forever— -and  he  will  e- 
ternaliy  be  both  just  and  merciful  "without  partiaii-^ 
iy.^'^  The  moral  influence  of  the  doctrine  of  eter- 
nal misery  is  written  in  living  characters  in  the  blood 
of  millions  of  the  human  race 5  w  ho  have  fallen  vic- 
tims to  the  relentless  cruelty  of  its  hardened  advo- 
cates and  belie  vers. — ^it  is  seen  in  many  a  wo~worn 
countenance,  where  the  smile  of  joy  has  already 
been  succeeded  by  cheerless  melancholly  and  the 
gloom  of  settled  despair—it  is  felt  in  the  bosom  of 
society,  where  the  '^milk  of  human  kindness"  has 
been  dried  up,  social  intercourse  prohibited,  and  the 
principles  of  benevolence  shamelessly  violated.  It 
is  a  doctrine  which  has  no  foundation  in  the  word  of 
God,  and  no  claim  to  the  confidence  of  man. 

We  inform  Mr.  P.  that  there  can  be  no  dispute 
whether  his  ''Lectures  were  designed  to  sustain  the 
doctrine  of  eternal  punishment,"  or  Rot,     !No  one 


who  reads  those  Lectures  can  find  reason  to  doubt. 
He  says,  ''and  yet  I  fancy  that  no  candid  and  ra- 
tional mind  can  look  at  the  connexion  and  agreement 
of  the  truths  that  appear  in  the  bible,  and  in  Provi- 
dence, and  feel  any  more  doubt  that  God  has  inten- 
ded by  these  truths  to  teach  the  doctrine  of  eternal 
punishment,  than  that  I  have  intended  by  these  Lec- 
tures to  maintain  the  same  sentiment."  What  an 
astonishing  ''fancy  /"  It  must  be  that  his  head  was 
a  little  giddy.  Giddiness  is  often  the  result  of  hard^ 
mental  labor. 

If  it,  (eternal  misery)  ^4s  one  of  those  great  car- 
dinal truths,  of  which  it  i^eems  as  if  the  whole  sa- 
cred volume  was  written  to  defend  it" — how  does  it 
happen  that  Mr.  P.  could  not  find  even  one  pas- 
sage to  support  it  ^  He  says,  Christ  ''taught  the 
doctrine  of  eternal  punishment  with  frequency  and 
with  amazing  earnestness."  If  so,  why  cannot  he 
refer  us  to  a  single  passage  of  scripture,  where 
Christ  mentions  that  doctrine  ?  He  says  "there  is 
scarcely  any  doctrine  which  so  disobliges  a  large 
class  of  hearers."  True.  Every  thing  good  in  the 
human  mind  and  heart  revolts,  instinctively  revolts 
at  it.  Probably  a  majority  of  those  who  hear  and 
support  that  doctrine  disregard  it.  That  many  do 
disregard  it,  is  certain ;  for  they  can  sleep  very 
comfortably  when  it  is  energetically  proclaimed  !  If 
eternal  misery  were  proved  true  it  ought  to  be 
preached.  It  gave  ancient  Jonah  much  pain  to  de- 
liver his  message  of  destruction  to  iVinevah :  but 
when  he  found  God  disposed  to  show  mercy,  he  was 
*'very  angry!"  Some  of  those  who  now  so  reluc-- 
taiitly  preach  eternal  misery,  seem  to  be.  very  angrv 


wlien  the  doctrine  of  Universal  grace  is  advocated- 
they  cannot  bear  the  thought  that  sinners  will  be  sa- 
ved !  If  their  hearts  oppose  their  sentiments,  they 
are  objects  of  commiseration,  if  they  really  think  it 
their  duty  to  preach  it.  If  eternal  misery  be  congenial 
to  their  feelings  :  their  hearts  and  doctrine  are  identi- 
fied with  cruelty  itself 

Our  author  says  "vfould  you  like  to  see  the  whole 
community  freed  from  the  fear  of  God,  and  of  eter- 
nal punishment?''  We  answer.  We  should  like 
to  see  the  whole  community  freed  from  the  fear  of  e- 
ternal  punishment :  but  we  should  not  like  to  see 
any  freed  from  the  fear  t>f  God  :  because  the  filial 
fear  of 'God  is  the  beginning  of  wisdom.  ^^The  in- 
structions of  the  scriptures,"  on  all  subjects,  ^'ought 
to  be  regarded  with  deep  and  solemn  interest.'^ 
But  a  polemical  writer  should  be  very  careful  to  es- 
tablish his  doctrine  clearly,  and  as  far  as  possible,  in- 
disputably, before  he  undertakes  to  found  an  exhor- 
tation upon  his  sentiments.  It  is  generally  much 
easier  to  assume  the  truth  of  opinions,  and  then  ex- 
hort with  as  much  confidence  as  though  the  premises 
had  been  proved  ;  than  it  is  to  establish  truth  by  ev- 
idence and  argument. 

Mr.  P.  says,  ''in  view  of  the  truth  maintained  in 
these  Lectures,  we  see  that  many  of  you  are  in  ac- 
tual danger  of  eternal  punishment."  If  what  he 
maintained,  or  endeavored  to  maintain  in  his  lectures 
were  truth ;  there  would  be  not  only  danger,  but  a 
certainty  that  many  of  our  race  will  be  eternally 
miserable.  But  we  really  think  we  have  fairly  refu- 
ted Mr.  P.  and  we  are  certain  the  hearts  of  all 
holy  beings  are  in  our  cause.    ''Actual  danger  of  e-» 


terual  punishment . If  Calvinism  be  true^there  is  no 
danger  that  one  of  the  elect  will  be  eternally  lost— 
and  no  possibility  of  the  salvation  of  one  reprobate. 
Every  reprobate  will  certainly  be  eternally  damned. 
If  Arminianism  betruejGod  certainly  knows  who  will 
be  saved ;  there  is  no  danger  of  the  fina^l  damnation 
of  one,  whOjGod  positively  knew^-wo^jld  be  saved-—' 
and  no  possibility  of  the  salvation  of  one,  who,  God 
knew,  would  be  eternally  miserable  :  because  the 
knowledge  of  God  is  infallible,  Mr.  P.  would 
therefore  be  more  consistent  to  speak  of  the  certain^ 
ty^  rather  than  the  danger  of  eternal  punishment— 
and  that  too,  whether  he  may  choose  to  be  a  Calvia- 
ist  or  an  Arminian. 

"He  that  believeth  not  is  condemned  already,'^ 
but  not  in  such  manner  as  to  prevent  his  salvation,for 
^'God  who  is  rich  in  mercy 5for  his  great  love  where^ 
with  he  loved  us,  even  vjken  we  were  dead  in  sim^ 
hath  quickened  us  together  with  Christ.''  Eph.  2- 
4.  5. 

Speaking  of  the  divine  law,  Mr.  P.  says  God 
^^will  not  diminish  in  the  least  its  eternal  and  tre- 
mendous penalty."  This  is  not  only  assertion,  but 
it  is  begging  the  question ;  he  has  not  proved  thai 
the  divine  law  has  an  eternal  penalty.  Again  he 
says,  '^For  you  there  are  but  two  possible  condi- 
tions. You  must  return  to  the  bosom  of  your  God,OQ 
the  ground  of  a  gracious  pardon, or  you  must  sink  under 
the  unmitigated  curse  of  that  law  which  says  nothing 
except  'Hhe  soul  that  sinneth  it  shall  die."  If  the 
soul  that  sinneth  shall  die,  theJfe  is  no  condition  in 
the  case ;  and  when  Mr.  P.  promises  a  '^gracioujs 
f  ardou"  from  the  desfc^k  due  to  J^in?  he  not  only  do^^ 
h  2 
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It  upon  his  own  authorityj  but  in  direct  opposition 
to  Revelation,  which  says  'Hhe  soul  that  sinneth  it 
shall  die."  Mr.  P.  says  "the  language  of  the  Sav« 
iour  toyou  isj  agree  with  thine  adversary  quickly'' 
&c.  Would  he  represent  God  to  be  the  adversary 
of  man  ?  Jesus  always  represented  God  to  be  the 
father  and  friend  of  man.  Christ  asserted  that  God 
loved  the  world,  and  that  he  loved  even  his  enemies. 
If  Mr.  P.  will  look  again  at  the  passage  he  quo- 
ted from  Math,  chapt.  5.  he  may  perceive  that  the 
adversary  there  mentioned^,  was  notGod,  but  a  fel- 
low creature,  see  from  the  23d.  to  the  26th  verse. 
^  •  Mr.  p.  says,  "I  have  sometimes  wished  my 
friends,  that  I  could  present  to  you  the  images  of 
woe  that  are  found    where  hell  and  horror  reigns.'^ 

0  if  you  could  see  the  look  of  undying  agony  ;  the 
despairing  wretched  aspect ;  impatient  blaspheming 
spirit ;  if  you  could  dwell  upon  his  company  and  his 
employment ;  if  you  could  see  the  quenchless  fires, 
and  the  deathless  worm — if  you  could  comprehend 
the  amount  of  accumulating,  and  unending  misery 
and  see  all  the  eternal  horrors  that  hang  around  the 
second  death,  it  might  produce  the  most  salutary  ef- 
fect. But  no,  I  am  mistaken,  for  I  remember  that 
there  was  one,  who  rose  up  from  the  bed  of  fire,  in 
which  he  was  weltering,  and  seeing  Abraham  afar 
off"  &c.  If  men  are  victims  of  Mr.  P's.  "hell 
and  horror,"  it  is  not  easy  to  perceive  that  any  ad- 
vantage would  result  fiom  the  knowledge  of  it.  If 
it  be  said  they  onght  to  know,  in  order  to  avoid  it; 

1  answer,  if  it  canibe  avoided^  it  is  not  a  truth.  If 
any  are  really  to  be  eternally  miserable  in  a  future 
life,  it  would  certainly  be  ben^ToIent  to  keep  them 


iri  Ignorance  ot  it,  while  in  this  life,  that  they  liiay 
receive  what  Httle  enjoyment  this  world  affords  ;  and 
not  become  the  subjects  of  despair  before  the  proper 
time.  The  scriptures  do  not  represent  the  second 
death  to  be  hung  round,  nor  attended  with  "eternal 
horrors."  On  the  contrary,  we  are  informed  that 
death  of  every  description  shall  b©  destroyed.  0- 
mitting  the  words  supplied  by  the  translators,  in  the 
26th  verse  of  the  15th  chapter  of  first  Cor.  it  reads 
thus,  '-the  last  enemy  shall  be  destroyed,  death,"  or 
death  the  last  enemy  shall  be  destroyed.  When  the 
last  enemy  of  human  happiness  shall  have  been  des- 
troyed, the  Saviour's  triumph  will  be  complete.  The 
"second  death,"  mentioned  only  in  the  book  of  Rev- 
elation, probably  signifies  aposiacy,  and  may  be  suf- 
fered in  this  life.  The  fii^st  death  is  m  sin — the  sec- 
ond death  is  doubtless  of  a  similar  nature.  When 
men  believe  and  obey  the  gospel,  they  spiritually 
live.  If  they  again  fall  into  sin,  they  becom.e  mor- 
ally dead  a  second  time. 

The  narrative  concerning  the  rich  man  and  Laza- 
rus, to  which  Mr.  P.  has  referred  must'  be  either 
literal  or  parabolic.  If  literal,  it  contains  many  ab- 
surdities. If  parabohc,  whatever  may  be  its  true 
meaning,  it  is  unreasonable  to  construe  a  part  of  it 
literally  to  favor  certain  doctrines,  v/hile  other  parts 
of  the  same  account  are  construed  figuratively.  The 
original  word  rendered  hell  in  this  parable,  is  nob 
Gehemia  (which  was  fully  explained  in  our  first  ser- 
mon,) but  Hades.  In  his  6th.  Prehminary  Dis- 
sertation, Dr  Campbell  says,  "As^  to  the  word 
Hades ^  which  occurs  in  eleven  places  in  the  New 
Testament,  and  is  rendered  hdl,  in  all,  except 
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one  where  it  is  translated  grave,  it  is  quite  common 
in  classical  authors,  and  frequently  used  by  the  Sev- 
enty in  the  translation  of  the  Old  Testament  

In  the  Old  Testament,  the  corresponding  word  is 
Scheoly  which  signifies  the  state  of  the  dead  in  gen- 
eral, without  regard  to  the  goodness  or  badness  of 
the  persons,  their  happiness  or  misery. '^'^  Dr. 
Whitby  says,  That  Scheol,  throughout  the  Old 
Testament,  and  Hades  in  the  Septuagint,  answer- 
ing to  it,  signify  not  the  place  of  punishment,  or  of 
the  souls  of  bad  men  only,  but  the  grave  only,  or 
the  place  of  death,  appears.  1st  From_  the  root  of  it 
Shaaly  which  signifies  to  ask,  crave  and  require,  be- 
cause it  craves  for  ail  men,  Prov.  30.  16.  and  will 
let  no  man  escape  it's  hands,  Ps.  89.  48.  It  is  that 
Scheol  or  Hades  whither  we  are  all  going  Eccl.  9. 
10.  2.  Because  it  is  the  place  to  which  the  good  as 
well  as  the  bad  go,  for  they  whose  souls  go  upwards^ 
descend  into  it.  Thither  went  Jacob,  Gen.  37.  35, 
There  Job  desired  to  be,  chapt.  14.  13.  for  he 
knew  that  Scheol  was  his  house,  chapt.  17.  13. 
And  to  descend  to  the  dust  was  to  descend  into  Hades, 
Is  not  death  common  to  all  men  }  Is  not  Hades 
the  house  of  all  m.en  }  Hezekiah  expected  to  be 
there  after  he  went  hence,  for  he  said,  "'I  shall  go 
to  the  gates  of  Hades  Isa.  38.  30.  That  is,  saith 
Jerom.  to  the  gates  of  which  the  Psalmist  speaks, 
saying,  'Hhou  wilt  lift  rne  up  from  the  gates  of  death. 
The  ancient  Greeks  assigned  one  Hades  to  all  that 
died,  and  therefore  say.  Hades  receives  all  mortal 
men  together,  ail  men  shall  go  to  Hades.  3.  Had 
the  penman  of  the  Old  Testament  meant  by  Hades j 
any  receptacle  of  souls,  they  could  not  truly  have 
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declared  there  wa|K  no  wisdom  or  knowledge  ni 
Scheol  Eccl.  9.  10.  No  remembrance  of  God 
there,  Ps.  S.  5.  No  praising  of  him  in  Scheol 
Isa.  38.  18.  For  those  heathens  v/ho  looked  upon 
it  as  the  receptacle  of  souls,  held  it  to  be  a  place  in 
which  they  would  be  punished  or  rewarded."  Scheol 
or  Hades  is  never  used  in  scripture  to  signify  a 
^  place  of  punishment  or  misery  after  death.  This 
Mr.  P.  knows^  or  ought  to  know.  The  rich  man 
is  not  charged  with  any  vice — Lazarus  is  not  said 
to  have  been  a  virtzmis  man.  It  is  extremely  ab- 
surd to  give  the  narrative  a  Ikeral  construction.  The 
parable  probably  relates  to  the  rejection  of  the  Jews, 
(represented  by  the  rich  man^  from  the  privileges 
of  the  gospel :  and  the  reception  of  the  Gentiles 
(represented  by  Lazarus)  into  the  covenant  of  spir- 
itual life.  But  whatever  may  be  its  true  mean- 
ing, we  have  shown  it  cannot  mean  that  Hades  or 
hell,  (in  which  Abraham,  Lazarus  and  the  rich  mai\ 
are  all  represented  to  be,)  means  a  state  of  suffering 
after  death.  Such  a  construction  is  totally  inadmis- 
sible. 

Mr.  P.  says,  '^God  feels  an  infiniLely  deeper 
compassion  for  impenitent  sinners,  than  we  do.  He 
has  done  all  he  can,  in  providing  motives.  Here  is 
the  pure  and  perfect  law.  There  lies  its  sentence  of 
eternal  punishment."  Where  We  have  long  been 
carefully  looking  in  vain  for  that  evidence.  ''If  God 
has  done  all  he  can"  to  save  sinners,  and  yet  does 
not  succeed  ;  he  is  deficient,  not  in  goodness,  but  in 
power  to  accomplish  his  own  will.  The  scriptures 
represent  God  as  working  'all  things  after  the  coun- 
sel of  his  own  will' 


Mr.  P.  closes  his  last.  discouriB  with  these  words 
^^He  that  beheveth,  shall  be  saved  :  but  he  that 
believeth  not,  shall  be  damned."  By  looking  at  St* 
Mark^s  gospel  we  find  the  following  words  immedi- 
ately after  his  quotation,  ^"^And  these  signs  shall  fol- 
low  them  that  believe  ;  in  my  name  shall  they  cast 
out  devils  :  they  shall  speak  with  new  tongues  5 
they  shall  take  up  serpents  :  and  if  they  drink  any 
deadly  thing  it  shall  not  hart  them  ;  they  shall  lay 
hands  on  the  sick,  and  they  shall  recover.  Does 
Mr  P.  possess  these  signs?  If  not,  and  if  dam- 
nation means  eternal  misery,  he  must  inevitably  be- 
come the  subject  of  the  same  dreadful  miserj'"  which 
he  has  preached  to  others !  Does  the  passage  mean 
^'he  that  believeth  not  shall  be  damned  in  a  future 
life  and  to  all  eternity  ?  If  so,  Mr.  P.  is  damned 
again  on  his  own  principles ;  for  he  has  been  an  un- 
behever!  BeHefis  salvation  and  unbelief  is  dam« 
nation.  The  signs  doubtless  related  to  the  Apostolic 
age,  therefore  the  passage  ought  never  to  be  quoted 
to  prove  the  eternal  misery  of  those  who  do  not  be- 
lieve in  the  sense  of  the  passage. 

^•'The  Lord  is  good  to  all ;  and  his  tender  mercies 
are  over  all  his  works,"  Ps.  145,  9.  ^'God  sent 
not  his  Son  into  the  world  to  condemn  the  world; 
but  that  the  world  through  him  might  be  saved.  John 
3,  17.  "  God  will  have  all  men  to  be  saved  and 
to  come  unto  the  knowledge  of  the  truth."  1. 
Tim.  2.  4.  "All  that  the  Father  giveth  me  shall 
come  to  me  :  and  him  that  cometia  to  me  I  will  in  no 
wise  cast  out ;  for  I  came  down  from  heaven  not  to 
do  mine  own  will,  but  the  will  of  him  that  sent  me." 
John  6.  37.  38.    ^^The  Lord  will  not  cast  off  for« 
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ever  ;  but  thoagh  he  cause  grief,  yet  will  he  have 
compassion  according  to  the  multitude  of  his  mercies; 
for  he  doth  not  afflict  wilHngly,  nor  grieve  the  chil- 
dren of  men."  Lam.  3,  31 — 33.  Look  unto  me 
and  be  ye  saved,  all  ye  ends  of  the  earth ;  for  I  am 
God  and  there  is  none  else.  I  have  sv*  orn  by  my- 
self, the  word  is  gone  out  of  my  mouth  in  righte- 
ousness, and  shall  not  return,  that  unto  me  every 
knee  shall  bow,  every  tongue  shall  swear,  surely 
shall  say , in  the  Lord  have  J  righteousness  &  strength. " 
Isa.  45.  22.  25.  "Having  made  peace  through  the 
blood  of  his  cross,  by  him  to  reconcile  all  things  to 
himself;  by  him  I  say  whether  they  be  things  in  earthy 
or  things  in  heaven."  Col.  1,  20.  "For  as  tKe  rain 
cometh  down,  and  the  snow  from  heaven,  and  re. 
turneth  not  thither,  but  watereth  the  earth  and  ma- 
keth  it  bring  forth  and  bud,  that  it  may  give 
seed  to  the  sower  and  bread  to  the  eater  ;  so  shall 
my  word  be  that  goeth  forth  out  of  my  mouth :  it 
shall  not  return  unto  me  void,  but  it  shall  accom- 
plish that  which  I  please,  and  it  shall  prosper  in  the 
thing  whereto  I  sent  it."  Isa.  55,  10,  11.  "For 
there  is  one  God,  and  one  mediator  between  God 
and  men,  the  man  Christ  Jesus  ;  who  gave  him- 
self a  ransom  for  all  to  be  testified  in  due  time."  L 
Tim.  2.  5,  6.  "And  the  ransomed  of  the  Lord 
shall  return  and  come  to  Zion  v^ith  sono-s  and  ever- 
lasting  joy  upon  their  heads  :  they  shall  obtain  joy 
and  gladness,  and  sorrow  and  sighing  shall  flee  a- 
way"  Isa.  35.  10.'  "In  this  mountain  shall  the 
Lord  of  hosts  make  unto  all  people  a  feast  of  fat 
things,  a  feast  of  wines  on  the  lees,  of  fat  things 
full  of  marrow,  of  wines  on  the  lees  well  refined, 
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and  he  will  destroy  in  this  mountain  the  face  of  the 
covering  cast  over  ail  people,  and  the  vail  that  is 
spread  over  all  nations.  He  will  swallow  up  death 
in  victory  ;  and  the  Lord  God  will  wipe  away  tears 
from  off  all  faces  ;  and  the  rebuke  of  his  people  shall 
he  take  away  from  ofi  all  the  ecirth  :  for  the  Lord 
hath  spoken  it."  Isa.  25,  6 — 9.  '^We  shall  not 
all  sleep,  but  we  shall  ail  be  changed  •  •  •  •  •  •  •  •  the 

dead  shall  be  raised  incorruptible  so  when 

this  corruptible  shall  have  put  on  incorruption  ;,  and 
this  mortal  shall  have  put  an  immortality,  then 
shall  be  brought  to  pass  the  saying  that  is  written, 
Death  is  swallowed  up  in  victory.  O  death,  where 
is  thy  sting  ?  O  grave,  where  is  thy  victory  ?  1. 
Cor,  15,  51.  56.  "And  every  creature  w^hich  is 
in  heaven,  and  on  the  earth,  and  under  the  earth, 
and  such  as  are  in  the  sea,  and  all  that  are  in 
thenij  heard  I  saying,  blessing,  and  honor,  and  glo- 
ry, and  power,  be  unto  him  that  sitteth  upon  the 
throne,  and  unto  the  lamb  forever  and  ever." 
Rev.  5,  13,  "And  I  heard  a  great  voice  out  of 
heaven,  saying  behold  the  tabernacle  of  God  is 
with  men,  and  he  will  dwell  v/ith.  them,  and  they 
shall  be  his  people,  and  God  himself  shall  be  with  them 
and  be  their  God.  And  God  shall  wipe  away  all 
tears  from  their  eyes  ;  and  there  shall  be  no  more 
deaths  neither  sorrow,  nor  crying,  neither  shall  there 
be  any  more  pain  ;  for  the  former  things  are  passed 
away.  And  he  that  sat  upon  the  throne  said,  be- 
hold I  make  all  things  7iew,^^  Rev.  21,  3 — 6. 

When  the  above  and  many  similar  passages  of 
scripture  shall  have  received  their  fulfilment;  sin, 
iDisery  and  death  will  be  banished  from  the  moral 
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creation — the  gracious  purposes  of  God  "be  accom- 
plished— the  blessed  Redeemer  "see  of  the  travail 
of  his  soul  and  be  satisfied" — holiness  universally 
abound — happiness  eternally  prevail — the  last  sinner 
be  reclaimed — love  to  God  and  man  dwell  on  every 
tongue— all  hearts  glow  with  gratitude  to*  the  giver 
of  all  good — and  all  voices  be  lifted  in  praise  of  Hhe 
Lamb  of  God  that  taketh  away  the  sin  of  the 
world,' 

'^^  Whose  own  soft  hand  shall  wipe  the  tears^ 

Frora  every  weeping  eye  ; 
And  pain&j  and  groans,  and  griefs,  and  fears^ 

And  death  itself  shall  die." 

Then  shall  the  whole  system  of  nature  be  prepared 
lor  the  everlasting  worship  of  God.  Then  shall  the 
vast  temple  of  the  universe  be  hghted  with  the 
smile  of  the  purest  devotional  joy — and  the  countless 
millions  of  suns,  moons,  planets,  worlds  and  systems, 
all  teeming  with  life  and  happiness  ;  which  move  ija 
ceaseless  harmony  through  the  regions  of  infinite 
space,  shall  be  decorated  with  the  noon-tide  splen- 
dors of  Jehovah's  all-purifying,  almighty  love — that 
love  which  is  uncreated  and  unconquerable,  unboun- 
ded and  endless ! 

"Praise  ye  the  Lord  firom  the  heavens;  praise 
him 'in  the  heights.  Praise  ye  him  all  his  angels: 
praise  ye  him  all  his  hosts.  Praise  ye  him  sun  and 
moon  ;  praise  him,  all  ye  stars  of  hght,  praise  him 
ye  heavens  of  heavens,  and  ye  waters  that  be  above 
the  heavens.  Let  them  praise  the  name  of  the 
Lord,  for  he  commanded,  and  they  w^ere  created. 
He  hath  also  established  them  forever  and  ever ;  he 
M 


134 


Bath  made  a  decree  wbich  shall  not  pass.  Praise 
the  Lord  from  the  earth,  ye  dragons,  and  all  deeps  ; 
fire  and  hail ;  snow  and  vapour  ;  stormy  wind  ful- 
filling his  word;  mountamsj  and  all  hills;  fruitful 
trees,  and^all  cedars  ;  beasts  and  all  ,  cattle  :  creep- 
ing things*  and  flying  fowl :  kings  of  the  earthy 
and  all  people;  princes,  and  all  judges  of  the 
earth :  both  youn^  men  an  maidens  ;  old  men  and 
children.  Let  them  praise  the  name  of  the  Lord  : 
for  his  name  alone  is  excellent ;  his  glory  is  above 
the  earth  and  heaven.  Praise  God  in  his  sanctuary: 
praise  him  m  the  firmament  of  his  power.  Praise 
him  for  his  mighty  acts :  praise  him  according  to  his 
excellent  greatness.  Let  every  thing  that  hath 
breath  praise  the  Lord.    Praise  ye  the  Lord.'^ 

*^0h  thou  eternal  One  !  whose  presence  bright^ 
All  space  doth  occupy — all  motion  guide  ; 

Unchanged  through  time's  all-devastathig  flight— 
•  Thou  only  Gocl  !  there  is  no  God  beside. 

Bein?^  above  aU  beings  !  mighty  one  ! 

Whom  none  can  compreliend'and  none  explore; 

Who  fill'bt  existence  with  thyself  alone  ; 
Embracirjg  al}— supporti?  g — ruling  o^er — 

Being  whom  we  call  God—and  know  no  mere  ! 

A  triillion  torches  lighted  by  thy  hand. 

Wander  unwearieo  through  the  blue  abyss  ; 
They  own  thy  power,  accomplish  thy  coir  mand, 

All  gay  with  life,  all  eloquent  with  bliss. 
What  shaU  we  call  theav?  piles  of  crystal  light  ? 

A  glorious  company  of  golden  streams  1 
Lamps  of  celestial  ether  burning  bright  ? 

Suns  lighting  systems  with  their  joyous  beams'? 
But  THOU  to  these  art  ais  the  noQU  to  night ! 


135^ 

Thy  chains  the  unmeasured  univeuse  surround  ; 

Upheld  by  thee,  by  thee  inspired  with  brealii  ! 
Thou  the  beginning  with  the  end  hast  bound, 

Ai)^  bai^atituHv  »riin$^!ed  ];fe  ..nd  de-atn  ! 
As  sparks  ixioiint  npv  ard  Iron}  the  fiery  biaze, 

So  su>;s  are  born,  bo  worlds  spring  forth  fiom 
th»^e  I 

And  as?  the  spangles  in  the  sunny  rays 

Shine  vound  the  silver  saow,  the  pageantry 
Of  heaven's  bright  army  glitters  in  thy  praise/^ 
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